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Publishers’ Foreword 


The present volume of the “Marxism-Leninism and Our 
Time” series is based on materials of the international 
theoretical conference on the “Interaction of the Three 
Revolutionary Currents in Conditions of Detente” sponsored 
by World Marxist Review in collaboration with the CC 
Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party and held in Tihany, 
Hungary, in early May 1976. 

The conference was attended by representatives of Com- 
munist and Workers’ parties and Marxist scholars from 
45 countries: Argentina, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Britain, Bul- 
garia, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 
Denmark, Finland, FRG, GDR, Greece, Guatemala, Hon- 
duras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Ireldnd, Israel, Italy, 
Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Mexico, Mongolia, Nigeria, 
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Rumania, 
Senegal, South Africa, Soviet Union, Spain, Sweden, Syria, 
Uruguay, USA and Venezuela. 

The conference analysed from Marxist-Leninist positions 
a wide range of problems relating to further activisation of 
the struggle for peace, extension of detente, social progress, 
and against imperialism. Attention was focused on the 
following problems: the place and role of detente and 
peaceful coexistence in the world revolutionary process; the 
relation of detente to class struggle; strengthening and 
defence of the basis for unity of the revolutionary forces of 
our time; proletarian internationalism in the anti-imperialist 
movement of today. The conference also discussed a number 
of other major theoretical problems. There was an exchange 
of information on the political situation in the countries 
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represented, with speakers giving their views on internal 
and international developments. 

The problems examined in the course of the debate were 
discussed on the common theoretical and methodological 
basis, the basis of Marxism-Leninism, with due account of 
the new elements that are being constantly introduced by 
the experience of revolutionary struggle into the treasure- 
house of revolutionary science. 

A review of the conference materials was published in 
World Marxist Review, and in this volume a fuller account of 
the conference is given with some corrections. The partici- 
pants are listed in the capacities they held at that time. 

The publishers invite readers to send their comments on 
this book to the following address: Peace and Socialism 
International Publishers, Thokurova 3, Prague 6, Czecho- 
slovakia. 


Decisive Factor 
of World Politics 


The conference was greeted on behalf of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party by its CC 
Secretory [mre Györi. The Hungarian Communists, he said, 
attach special importance to this conference, which, in an 
open and comradely exchange of views, will examine the 
Pressing problems of our common struggle. Our Party is 
deeply interested in promoting the world-wide struggle for 
socialism, national independence, social progress and 
peace. 

Under the leadership of their Party, the Hungarian people 
are enthusiastically working to reach the goals set by the 
Party's 11th Congress in building a developed socialist 
society. The political foundation of the Hungarian state, 
which in its class content is a proletarian dictatorship, is the 
alliance of the working class and peasantry. The entire 
people exercise power, and socialist democracy is con- 
tinuously being extended. Much has been accomplished in 
this respect. The building of a developed socialist society 
is the aim of our entire people, of our national labour effort. 

The Hungarian Communists are imbued with a feeling of 
deep responsibility to our working class and people and 
also to the international Communist ond working-class 
movement. We know that, in attaining our goals, we are 
helping to strengthen the socialist community, which is of 
decisive importance in changing the world bolance of 
forces. 

Unity and cooperation of the three main revolutionary 
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forces of our era is a crucial factor of world politics. Their 
joint actions on the international scene have created more 
favourable conditions for the cause of peace and progress. 
This is evidenced by the extension of peaceful coexistence 
and detente ond by the steady improvement in the inter- 
national conditions for our joint struggle and activity. 

Cohesion of the Communist movement is the core of unity 
of the main revolutionary forces. True to its internationalist 
duty, our Party is doing everything within its power to 
strengthen this unity on the principles of Marxism-Leninism. 
Our movement has no organisational centre. The inter- 
national class struggle is now being waged in a complex 
situation. The Communist movement is spreading ond this 
imposes greater responsibility on the parties and enhances 
the importance of proletarian internationalism. 

In these conditions it is only natural that the fraternal 
parties should, through bilateral and multilateral discus- 
sions, analyse the international situation, exchange revolu- 
tionary experience, generalise it and work out optimal 
methods of joint struggle. Such cooperation helps the 
ideological and educational work of our parties and makes 
for more effective participation in the ideological struggle 
of the two social systems. This is a prime task of our time, for 
the ideological struggle now acquires especial importance. 
Our most potent weapon in this struggle is Marxism- 
Leninism. 

Our Party has consistently combated both right and “left” 
opportunism. It rejects all manifestations of nationalism and 
anti-Sovietism. ; 

Our Party attaches much importance to closer coopera- 
tion of the socialist countries. Its main source is their 
dynamic development, which was so clearly demonstrated 
at the recent Party congresses. The congresses set inspiring 
goals, and their attainment will contribute to social and 
national progress, higher living standards and extension of 
socialist democracy. 

The 25th CPSU Congress and its decisions are of par- 
ticular importance to Hungarian Communists. For this was 
a historic congress: it conceptualised the practical ex- 
perience in building communism and creatively developed 
Marxism-Leninism. It formulated the Communist position on 
the main problems of our time, and elaborated the Peace 
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Programme, which accords with the interests of our Party 
and people and with our foreign-policy aims. The tasks the 
congress set in communist construction add up to a realistic, 
substantiated and inspiring programme. This supreme forum 
of Soviet Communists was a demonstration of interna- 
tionalist solidarity with all the forces fighting for socialism, 
social progress, democracy and national independence. The 
Hungarian Communists wholeheartedly wish the Soviet 
Communists and the Soviet people successful implementa- 
tion of the 25th Congress decisions, which will benefit both 
the Soviet people and the progress of mankind. 

Detente is spreading, the speaker said, and relations be- 
tween states with different social systems are strongly in- 
fluenced by the policy of peaceful coexistence. The new 
international climate creates better conditions for the peace- 
ful constructive effort of the peoples of the socialist coun- 
tries, for the workers’ struggle in capitalist countries and for 
liberation movements. : 

The development of the world revolutionary process fur- 
nishes irrefutable evidence that our policy of peaceful co- 
existence is a class, revolutionary policy. For detente has 
helped to strengthen and extend the positions of socialism, 
the national-liberation movement, which is refashioning the 
political map of the world, the struggle of the workers in 
capitalist countries against oppression by the monopolies 
and the exploiter classes, and the spread of the revolu- 
tionary, democratic, anti-imperialist movement. 

Comrade Gyéri drew attention to the impressive achieve- 
ments of the fraternal parties of the capitalist countries in 
the battle against monopoly domination and in uniting the 
progressive, democratic, left forces. They are increasing 
their influence as the militant vanguard of the masses in the 
battle for democratic change and better conditions. We 
highly appreciate the tireless activity of fraternal parties in 
the capitalist countries in disseminating the socialist ideas, 
their struggle for a fundamental, democratic restructuring of 
society and its advance to socialism. We deciare our deter- 
mined solidarity with this struggle and sincerely wish the 
fraternal parties every success in upholding the interests of 
the working class and all working people, in furthering our 
common cause. 

Our Party is in full solidarity with the peoples of Asia, 
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Africa and Latin America in their fight against imperialism 
and to strengthen their freedom and independence. We 
support the revolutionary movement in developing countries 
and all who want unity with the socialist countries. 

The changes in the international alignment of forces are 
the result of joint struggle by the peoples of the socialist 
countries, the international working class and the national- 
liberation movement. Cooperation, cohesion and unity of 
these three revolutionary currents are the earnest of con- 
tinued success. 

In conclusion, Comrade Gyéri expressed the hope that 
the conference would proceed in an atmosphere of democ- 
racy, so characteristic of meetings of representatives of 
fraternal parties, in an atmosphere of comradely exchange 
of views and experience. 


Main Trend in International Relations 


In analysing the present international situation as the back- 
ground to the revolutionary process, conference speakers 
emphasised that detente is now the main trend in inter- 
national relations. What we have, essentially, is the be- 
ginning of a restructuring of the whole system of relations 
between states in conformity with the principles of peaceful 
coexistence, on the basis of the changed bolance of forces 
in favour of peace, socialism and national liberation. 

Detente, it wos noted in the debc&, is not a transitory, 
but a historically law-governed development based on the 
long-term factors that determine the course of social prog- 
ress in our age. 

Janos Berecz, head of the international department, 
CC Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party, Jose Lava, CC mem- 
ber, CP Philippines, and Betty Sinclair, National Executive 
member, CP Ireland, examined the stages leading up to 
detente. They drew attention to the link between the process 
of revolutionary change and acceptance of the principles of 
peacefuj coexistence of states with different social systems. 

Another speaker, Samuel Melendrez, CC member, Mexi- 
con Communist Party, analysed the evolution of detente. He 
singled out two factors that made the change in inter- 
national relations necessary. The growing economic and 
military strength of the socialist community and socialism’s 
ability to solve basic social problems so altered the align- 
ment of world forces that the aggressive elements of im- 
perialism do not venture to use force in the confrontation 
of the two social systems. The other factor is the consistent 
Peace policy of the Soviet Union and the socialist countries 
united in the Warsaw Treaty Organisation and the Council 
for Mutual Economic Assistance. It was this policy, supported 
by all the revolutionary and democratic forces of the worid, 
that paved the way to detente. 

The growing might of the socialist community and its inter- 
national policy helped to bring on the final collapse of the 
colonial system under the blows of the liberation movement 
and enhanced the importance of the non-aligned movement 
and its political and diplomatic initiative which, in turn, 
contributed to the acceptance of peaceful coexistence. 

Peaceful coexistence, said Milan Matous, Deputy Director 
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of the Institute of Marxism-Leninism, CC CPCz, by no means 
implies reconciliation with imperialism. The struggle against 
war and militarism is not merely a field of diplomatic activity, 
nor has it anything in common with the pacifism of bourgeois 
policy-makers. The socialist countries’ peace initiatives have 
been successful owing primarily to the growing political, 
economic, ideological and, not in the least, military might of 
the socialist community, the anti-war activity of millions of 
workers the world over, the peoples of developing countries, 
and progressive public opinion. 

Gyula Bognar, edifr-in-chief of the Hungarian journal 
Külpolitika, said that detente is a fundamentally new devel- 
opment. True, it is based primarily on the changed balance 
of forces between capitalism and socialism, but other 
objective processes, too, necessitated the shift from cold 
war to detente. For example, the change in military tech- 
nology. What we have, in effect, is a new situation in which 
the devastating consequences of the employment of modern 
weapons have to be taken into account not only by those 
against whom they would be used, but also by those who 
would use them. Disarmament, therefore, is the only solu- 
tion. Among the objective processes contributing to detente, 
the speaker singled out internationalisation of the pro- 
ductive forces. This encourages peaceful relations and to 
a certain degree also a common interest in environmental 
protection. 

Objective processes, the speaker emphasised, could lead 
to detente only through operation of the subjective factor: 
without political struggle detente would have been im- 
possible. This was realised in the socialist countries much 
earlier than in the capitalist, and the struggle for detente 
became part of the strategic concept of socialism. It has 
proved effective and does not require revision, whereas the 
foreign-policy doctrines of imperialism have proved in- 
solvent. 

Dwelling on the subjective factor in detente, Otto San- 
chez, alternate member, CC Guatemalan Party of Labour, 
noted that progress in detente is the result of correct ap- 
plication of the socialist countries’ peaceful coexistence 
policy. 

Jakoub Garro, CC member, Syrian Communist Party 
characterised detente as the result of multiform collective 
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efforts by all the contingents of the world revolutionary 
movement led by the socialist world system and its main, 
decisive force, the Soviet Union. Detente is a victory for the 
policy of peaceful coexistence, the principles of which were 
formulated by Lenin. The effort to bring them to reality, 
begun by the young Soviet state in extremely difficult 
conditions, is now being continued by the socialist com- 
munity. 

The world-wide support of the consistent policy of peace- 
ful coexistence carried out by the USSR and other members 
of the socialist community, Baldomero Gonzalez, alternate 
member, CC People’s Party of Panama, said, has prevented 
reaction, the forces of aggression and war, from nullifying 
the positive changes in international relations. 

The importance of the socialist countries’ policy and 
actions for peace, Timur Timofeyev, Corresponding Member 
of the USSR Academy of Sciences, said, increases with every 
passing year. They have many social and political aspects 
and have become an effective factor in initiating new forms 
of international intercourse, are contributing to social prog- 
ress and international consolidation of the revolutionary and 
democratic forces. 

Much has been done to make detente a reality, said 
Sarada Mitra, National Council member, CP India. Many 
problems fraught with a menace to world peace have now 
been resolved. The Final Act of the Helsinki Conference 
provides the foundation for shaping a new pattern of inter- 
national relations. But detente is not an exclusively Euro- 
pean development. Relaxation of tension and normalisation 
of relations between the socialist and capitalist countries 
are creating a new world climate and exerting a strong 
influence on all nations, big and small, and on all regions 
of the world. The positive influence of detente was vividly 
demonstrated at the concluding stage of the Indochina 
peoples’ victorious struggle against US imperialist aggres- 
sion. The peace policy of the USSR and the entire socialist 
community has stimulated the mass struggle for just, demo- 
cratic principles in international relations. 

Several speakers analysed the successes of detente in 
various regions, the possibility of extending detente and the 
difficulties this encounters. 

Mitra and Badamyn Lhamsuren, CC member, Mongolian 
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People’s Revolutionary Party, spoke of the prospects for a 
collective security system in Asia. 

Luis Padilla, CC member, CP Bolivia, and Milton Paredes, 
CC member, CP Honduras, singled out the factors that are 
contributing to detente in Latin America and the Caribbean. 

Panagos Koutoulas, representative of the CP Greece, dis- 
cussed opportunities for extending detente in the Balkans. 

The need to concentrate efforts on eliminating all seats of 
war and assuring a dutable and just settlement in the 
Middle East was the subject of contributions by Zahi Kar- 
kabi, CC secretary, CP Israel, and Naim Ashhab, CC mem- 
ber, Jordanian CP. 

Christoforas loannidis, member, CC Ideological Bureau, 
Progressive Party of the Working People of Cyprus, spoke 
of the significance of the Helsinki Final Act for the patriotic 
struggle of the Cypriot people. 
rg Lava analysed the positive changes in Southeast | 

sia. 

Experience has shown, Bjoern Groen, alternate member, 
CC CP Denmark, said, that the fight for peace and against 
imperialism is the more successful, the closer the interaction 
of the three revolutionary currents. The record of the past 
few years can be tersely summarised as follows: the action 
programme worked out by the 1969 International Meeting of 
Communist and Workers’ Parties and the Peace Programme 
advanced by the 24th CPSU Congress have, in the main, 
been carried out. These facts are cogent proof of the vast 
potentialities of the international revolutionary movement. 
The results already achieved enable us to set new tasks in 
the fight for peace, and for making detente irreversible. 

Referring to the contribution all the peace forces have 
made to detente, Koutoulas emphasised the importance of 
the Peace Programme and the peace policy of the socialist 
states, which has met with mass support throughout the 
world. But we should not, he said, underestimate the role 
of the working class in the capitalist countries and of other 
anti-imperialist forces. We all know that they play an in- 
creasing part in the struggle and are helping to overcome 
the many difficulties and obstacles created by the reac- 
tionary forces. 

The shift to detente should be seen against the back- 
ground of sharp struggle, and the struggle will not abate as 
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we forge ahead, because the opponents of detente have not 
abandoned their attempts to torpedo it. 

The political realism displayed by some influential circles 
of the big bourgeoisie, Sergio Sierra, CC member, CP 
Uruguay, emphasised, does not mean that the contradic- 
tions have vanished, or that the capitalist states, including 
those represented at Helsinki, have ceased their manoeuvres 
against detente. 

Groen noted that mony of the agreements normalising 
international relations do not suit the more aggressive and 
reactionary circles in the Common Market countries and the 
US. In fact, the Helsinki Conference has been followed by 
an intensified campaign against its decisions. At first the 
propaganda line was that detente benefits only the socialist 
countries. That argument proved counter-productive: even 
the opponents of detente realised that it was tantamount to 
saying that peace and elimination of the thermonuclear 
menace were in the interests only of socialism. 

In this context, many speakers remarked on the change 
in the thrust and tone of bourgeois propaganda. Now the 
accent is on the allegation that the agreements have lost all 
meaning, are not “binding”, do not prevent the “aggressive 
plans” of the USSR and the socialist community, do not 
curb its drive for “hegemony”. In short, there is a return 
to the shop-worn cold-war propaganda figments which, the 
conference stressed, should be rebutted in order to advance 
detente. 

Several speakers, Jon Bloomfield, National Student Or- 
ganiser, CP Great Britain, John Pittman, member of Political 
Bureau, CPUSA, and Ellen Weber, Board member, German 
CP, drew attention to the growing activity of detente op- 
ponents and the danger it holds out to peace. There were 
still great obstacles to international security and coopera- 
tion. 

The development and consolidation of detente, Ellen 
Weber said, call for unrelaxed vigilance and struggle. We 
must constantly compel the imperialists to abide by the 
principles of peaceful coexistence. The FRG is continuing 
the arms drive to the detriment of its genuine interests. Big 
capital and reaction are trying to block disarmament and 
revive the cold war. Reactionary elements in the Christian 
Democratic Union and the Christian Social Union, and also 
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the Free Democrat and Social Democrat parties, are cam- 
paigning against the treaties with the socialist countries, are 
trying to blackmail the GDR and have raised a hue and cry 
about the “danger” from the East. 

These and other facts indicate that we cannot rely on 
automatic consolidation of what has been achieved, for we 
are faced by an imperialist enemy who has not abandoned 
his aggressive intentions against the socialist countries. West 
German big capital has not reconciled itself to its defeat in’ 
World War II-it still hopes, even at this late hour, to revise 
its results. 

Reviewing the situation, the speaker emphasised that 
though detente continues, it is encountering much stronger 
resistance. If we are to maintain the positions we have won 
and extend detente, we must set new goals. The German 
Communist Party followed the work of the 25th CPSU Con- 
gress with close attention and welcomes its Programme of 
Further Struggle for Peace and International Cooperation, 
for the Freedom and Independence of the Peoples. Military 
detente is now a most important concrete and common 
political goal. 

The enemies of detente, Karkabi said, include the Israeli 
rulers, They fear relaxation of international tension and any 
improvement in relations between the West and the Soviet 
Union. In their judgment, strained Soviet-American relations 
increase opportunities for hardening the occupation of the 
Arab territories, because the Washington policy-makers 
would, in these circumstances, have to rely to a greater 
degree on Zionist support in the fight against Arab anti- 
imperialist movements, against the USSR and other socialist 
countries. Continuation of the Israeli occupation of Arab 
territories and Israel's refusal to acknowledge the rights of 
the Arab Palestinian people, threaten a new war in the 
Middle East that would endanger world peace. 

Discussing the reasons for the attacks on detente, Berecz 
drew attention to the following: the growing understanding 
in bourgeois circles that the world revolutionary process is 
closely linked with detente finds expression in the renewed 
attacks on detente by international imperialism. The failure 
of the blockade of Cuba and the steady growth of its inter- 
national prestige, the triumph of the revolutionary forces in 
Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia, the defeat of the intervention 
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in Angola, the upsurge of the working-class movement in 
capitalist countries, the enhanced influence of the Com- 
munist parties, and the continued growth of the strength 
and influence of the socialist world system—all these factors 
have brought home to the policy-makers and ideologists of 
imperialism the close connection between detente and the 
class struggle. And the imperialists want to make detente—an 
objective trend in international affairs—serve their class 
interests and, when this fits their purpose, hamper its exten- 
sion. We should expect more attacks on detente in the 
future. i 

Erwin Zücker-Schilling, representative of. the CP Austria, 
spoke of the contradictions in the Social Democratic attitude 
towards detente. On the one hand, Socialist International 
leaders, including Bruno Kreisky, Chairman of the Austrian 
Socialist Party, admit that there is no alternative to detente, 
inasmuch as the West cannot gain military, material and 
technological superiority over the USSR and its allies. On 
the other hand, Kreisky and his ilk would very much like to 
undermine the basis that made detente possible, namely, 
the increased strength of the Soviet Union and the socialist 
community. 

“Dissociation from the Soviet Union of its allies”, “renun- 
ciation of loyalty to the USSR”, "abandonment of the prin- 
ciples that make up Marxism-Leninism” —these are only part 
of a longer list of what Kreisky wants the Communist parties 
to do. And compliance with these suggestions would deter- 
mine the Social Democrats’ attitude to one or another Com- 
munist party. These plans to split the world Communist 
movement and set the Communist parties in capitalist coun- 
tries against the socialist community are absolutely incom- 
patible with professions of loyalty to detente. Enduring 
peace can come only as the result of the policy oriented on 
cooperation with the anti-imperialist and socialist forces. 

The attempts by the enemies of detente to turn back the 
clock and split the peace forces stand no chance of success. 
But neither should we be blind to the fact that any policy 
aimed at weakening the unity of the peace forces, both on 
a national and international scale, can only play into the 
hands of those who are out to create dangerous situations. 

In analysing the realities of the world we live in, said 
Petru Panzaru, director, Rumanian Institute of Political 
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Sciences and Research into the National Question, it is 
important to bear in mind that long years of the imperialist 
policy of diktat and colonial domination have left unsolved 
‘many complex and sensitive questions of international rela- 
tions. Attempts to solve them by force can only breed new 
conflicts, create more strain and imperil world peace and 
security. In order to eliminate the consequences of this old 
policy and find correct settlements for international dis- 
putes, it is essential to act in a spirit of heightened respon: ' 
sibility and seek solutions through direct negotiations be- 
tween the countries concerned on the basis of respect of the 
sovereignty of every nation, the freedom and independence 
of every people. Only in this way can international issues be 
resolved in the interests of every country and people, in the 
interests of progress and peace. 

Events in recent years have convincingly confirmed the 
realistic possibility of finding peaceful solutions for the most 
tangled international problems. Now, after the successful 
conclusion of the Helsinki Conference, there has to be con- 
crete action to translate its principles and commitments into 
practice. 

The struggle for peace and disarmament, Melendrez 
declared, for liquidation of military blocs and prevention of 
fresh military conflicts remains a priority task for all the 
revolutionary and democratic forces. For if we are to ad- 
vance further on the road of social progress, we must rule 
out world war as a means of resolving conflicts, that carry 
over from the time when imperialism ruled supreme. 

The development and extension of detente, the prevention 
of world war, speakers emphasised, is a cardinal aspect of 
the interaction of the three revolutionary currents. That the 
struggle of the Communists and of all working people for 
enduring peace, against the most aggressive, reactionary 
circles of monopoly capital is of a class nature need hardly 
be stressed. However, the importance of detente in the class 
confrontation is not confined to that alone, for detente 
offers fresh opportunities to every contingent of the world 
revolutionary movement and for their joint action against 
imperialism, for peace and social progress. 


New Opportunities 
for the Anti-lmperialist Offensive 


The problems of the interconnection between the revolu- 
tionary process and detente held a prominent place in the 
discussion. The following questions were taken ‘up: How 
does detente react on the class struggle nationally and 
internationally? Is detente compatible with international 
solidarity and the struggle within the various countries for 
a change of the socio-political status quo? What role does 
detente play in forging unity of the popular forces ranged 
against imperialism? How does It influence relations be- 
tween developing and imperialist countries, and the na- 
tional-liberation movement? What forms of interaction of 
the three revolutionary currents does it bring to the fore? 

The state of international relations, Berecz remarked, can 
accelerate or decelerate the world revolutionary process. 
Detente, a favourable external condition, helps to form the 
objective and subjective factors for our advance. In par- 
ticular, it affords favourable conditions for the upbuilding of 
the countries of the socialist community, the decisive force 
of the world revolutionary process. 

There is hardly need to stress the importance of the work 
of the Communist parties, the socialist countries, the na- 
tional-liberation movements and all progressive forces in 
expanding the struggle for peace and coexistence, inter- 
national cooperation and liquidation of military blocs, 
Gastone Gensini, Central Control Commission member, 
Italian CP, said in his contribution. For this is also o struggle 
against the imperialist policy of interference in the affairs 
of other countries and against neocolonialism. It helps us 
win new democratic and socialist gains, positions from which 
we can strengthen the independence and equality of all 
peoples, find a way out of the crisis that has gripped the 
capitalist world, guarantee the continued economic and 
political development of all countries, including the socialist, 
carry forward the struggle against the last survivals of 
fascism in Europe and the world, and create new conditions 
for cooperation between all peoples and nations. 

Imperialism’s henchmen, loannidis said, have tried, and 
failed, to present detente as something that narrows the 
horizon of the international and national class struggle, 
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hampers international solidarity of the socialist countries 
and other revolutionary forces and impedes the national- 
liberation movement. Experience has shown that peaceful 
coexistence helps each of the three revolutionary currents 
and intensifies their interaction in accelerating sociol 
progress. 

There can be no doubt, Aulis Leppanen, representative of 
the CP Finland, said, that detente accords with the peoples 
desire for enduring peace and provides the preconditions 
for expanding and intensifying the working-class struggle 
in capitalist countries. The reactionaries are finding it 
harder to use “emergency measures”, curtail democratic 
rights, harass working-class organisations and employ 
violence against the working people. The general political 
situation is developing favourably for the interests of the 
working class. Of course, the opportunities detente offers 
for extending the class confrontation have still to be 
translated into reality. 

The capitalist world is in the throes of the greatest 
recession since the crisis of the 1930s. In past crisis periods 
the working class had to sacrifice some of its gains and 
retreat to defensive positions. Today, in Finland, for 
example, the situation is in many respects different: though 
the crisis has come as a hard blow to the working class, 
there has been no abatement in the scale and intensity of 
the class struggle. 

The Portuguese revolution was performed in a new 
international climate, in the climate of detente, Silas 
Siqueira, member, international department, CC Portuguese 
CP, told the conference. At the Brussels Conference of Com- 
munist and Workers’ Parties of Capitalist Europe, our Party 
emphasised the close interconnection between the progress 
of detente in Europe and the world and the struggle against 
fascism, colonialism and Portuguese imperialism. in 
January 1974, Comrade Cunhal declared that the collapse 
of the fascist dictatorship in Portugal could change thel 
political map of capitalist Europe. In April of that year the 
fascist dictatorship, which had misruled the country for 
48 years, was overthrown. 

The fight for peaceful coexistence with the socialist 
countries is one of the forms of the class struggle and it 
can force the Portuguese reactionaries to retreat. European 
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security and cooperation are incompatible with a return to 
fascism in Portugal, or with the policy of outside interference 
systematically pursued by the imperialist powers with the 
help of the West European Social Democrat leaders. 

The struggle for detente in Europe and the rest of the 
world, Ziicker-Schilling said, is today the primary concern 
of the peoples. Increasingly broader sections of the popula- 
tion come to realise that this struggle is not only a means 
of defence against physical extermination, but also of 
ensuring prosperity and democracy. International tension 
coupled with the arms race or, moreover, with military con- 
frontations, largely impedes social progress. 

The struggle for detente is thus tied in in many ways with 
the working people’s struggle in each particular country for 
a higher standard of living and broader democratic rights. 
And conversely, the struggle for social structural changes 
within the national framework is closely related to the 
provision of peaceful relations between individual countries. 

The experiences of the labour and democratic movement, 
Mel Doig, member of the Central Executive Committee, CP 
Canada, said, demonstrate that its ability to safeguard the 
interests of the working people is inseparable from the state 
of relations between socialist and capitalist countries. For 
Canada, detente presents the people with the possibility of 
pursuing a truly independent foreign policy without having 
to give way to US imperialist pressures. The Communist 
Party of Canada sees its responsibility as that of correctly 
combining the struggle for detente with the struggle for 
social progress. Comrade Kashtan told a recent meeting of 
our Central Committee that our Party is faced with the two- 
fold task of supporting those realistic positions of the 
Trudeau government which strengthen the process of 
detente, developing at all times maximum pressure on the 
government to compel it to continue along the road of 
detente, disarmament and cooperation with the socialist 
countries. At the same time, our Party must oppose govern- 
ment policies which are directed at upholding and defend- 
ing the interests of monopoly capital. This struggle requires 
considerable flexibility and persistence. 

There are those who would have the Soviet Union end 
other socialist countries pay for detente with concessions. 
The imperialists insist on complementing political detente 
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by ideological detente. But as long as there are antagonistic 
classes and mutually-opposed social systems, the class 
struggle and ideological confrontation will continue. The 
only form of struggle we rule out is military conflicts. 

Our enemies, especially after Helsinki, said Girgin Gir- 
ginov, Deputy Director, Institute of Contemporary Social 
Theories, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, advocate de- 
ideologisation. “Good relations” between countries, they 
argue, call for ideological coexistence based on the princi- 
ples of “non-interference, tolerance and compromise”. This 
is a re-echo of the convergence theory, of its latest variant, 
“peaceful inclusion” of the socialist states in the Western 
orbit. Nor are we dealing merely with the theoretical disqui- 
sitions: “ideological peace” is being put forward as a prior 
condition of European security and cooperation. What is 
meant, of course, is not an end to the ideological struggle, 
but ideological disarmament of the socialist countries. 

We accept and promote detente, but we certainly do not 
accept ideological disarmament. We are convinced that our 
ideas will triumph, but that requires constant perfection of 
our ideological weapon. The ideological struggle is becom- 
ing more complex and sharper, and the outlook is not for 
ideological detente. 

Replying to a question by Satiadjaja Sudiman, member 
of the Leadership, CP Indonesia, the speaker said that ag- 
gravation of the ideological struggle is not due to the 
present state of International relations or to detente, but 
to the objective laws of the class struggle. It is being 
aggravated primarily because ideology now holds so 
important a place in the class struggle and because our 
enemies are using ideological means to achieve what they 
failed to achieve through war, cold and hot. 

Detente, Panzaru noted, does not mean compromise with 
bourgeois, anti-Communist ideology. On the contrary, it 
provides better conditions for stepping up the struggle 
against reactionary, colonialist and neocolonialist, racist 
and cosmopolitan ideas. 

In working for the maximum cohesion of all the anti- 
monopoly forces centred around the industrial working 
class, Bloomfield said, our Party is pursuing a strategy 
which we first outlined in 1951 in the British Road to 
Socialism. The fulfilment of this strategy in the last quarter 
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of a century has not been an easy task. The launching of 
the cold war by the major imperialist forces did not only 
destroy all hopes of postwar economic cooperation, but 
instituted a period of dangerous international tensions and 
high military expenditure. Since the policy gained the sup- 
port of the right-wing Social Democratic forces in capitalist 
Europe, it resulted in divisions in the working-class move- 
ment, increased isolation of Communist parties and 
significant ideological hostility to socialism. To an extent it 
can be argued that it froze the working-class struggle. 

The inauguration of detente is also of tremendous 
significance because it helps to overcome the serious 
disunity within the working-class movement created by the 
cold war. Already we have seen in different countries in the 
last few years a new degree of unity being forged between 
Communists and other political parties and amongst trade 
union centres representing different political trends. We 
have consistently argued in our programme that it is unity 
in action that is central. The new international setting helps 
to undermine the spreading of anti-Communist hostility. 
There are thus considerable possibilities for the advance of 
our strategy for socialism in Britain. At the same time, such 
development would ensure that Britain plays a positive role 
in securing detente and extending its scope. The 
complementarity of the two processes is clear. 

The peoples of Africa welcomed the Final Act of Helsinki 
as a great victory for peace, Lasisi Osunde (Nigeria) said in 
his contribution to the debate. However, we should be 
mindful of the fact that relaxation of international tension 
refers only to relations between states belonging to 
mutually-opposed social systems. A clear analysis of all the 
aspects of the dialectical interconnection between detente 
and the class struggle helps to repulse attempts to create 
the notion that normalisation of international relations is 
tantamount to perpetuating the present socio-economic and 
political status quo. Such theories are designed to turn 
the revolutionary and national-liberation movements against 
detente. 

Support of lawful governments fighting domestic reaction 
aided by foreign intervention is not a violation of detente. 
A typical example is Angola, where the national govern- 
ment and the patriotic forces were compelled to take up arms 
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in defence of the country’s independence and territorial 
integrity against aggression by the South African racists 
and against the pro-imperialist disruptive groups. The aid 
of the Soviet Union, Cuba and other socialist countries to 
the patriotic forces of Angola has shown that the impe 
rialists’ interpretation of detente is wholly unfounded. 

America’s military, political and moral defeat in Vietnam, 
Damian Pretel, CC member, CP Spain, said, is added proot 
that peaceful coexistence does not, and cannot, imply 
retention of the status quo. For detente is a specific form 
of the class struggle between the two world systems, the 
capitalist and the socialist, and their relations cannot be 
based on concord. 

Referring to the question of recognition of Europe's 
postwar frontiers, Gensini remarked that the Helsinki agree- 
ments treat the territorial status quo as an essential con- 
dition for the preservation of peace, but international peace 
does not mean a socio-political status quo. 

Citing the political situation in their respective countries, 
many speakers pointed to the mounting popular struggle 
generated by the detente policy of the socialist community. 

Ellen Weber, Koutoulas, Betty Sinclair, Lava and Leppanen 
noted that attempts to exploit detente to dull social 
antagonisms and divert the workers from the class struggle 
had failed dismally. Instead, there was growing isolation of 
the imperialist elements who are trying to find a way out of 
the crisis by a shift to the right and by boosting militarisa- 
tion. There are now broader vistas for the revolutionary 
restructuring of society through world peace, not through 
war. 

The marked change in the class confrontation in the non- 
socialist world, speakers noted, is evidenced, in particular, 
by the fact that detente is removing a number of obstacles 
to an open confrontation of the working class and all 
popular forces against the monopolies on vital national 
issues. 

Replying to a question by Bloomfield on how detente 
creates better conditions for popular unity against 
capitalism, Michele Rossi, the Italian CP member of the WMR 
Editorial Board, said: a broad anti-fascist coalition was 
formed in Italy during the Resistance. Churchill’s Fulton 
speech in 1947 was the start of the cold war. The split on 
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the international level was duplicated on the national level, 
and there was division within the anti-fascist coalition. 
Detente and peaceful coexistence removed this cause of the 
split and made for closer identity of views and united action 
on the problems facing Italy. And so, the reasons that 
caused the split now operate in favour of unity. This, of 
course, should not be taken to mean that all workers, all 
the democratic popular forces agree with every aspect of 
the Italian government's foreign policy. There are dif- 
ferences, some of them fairly wide. 

The turn towards detente in the setting of the exacerbat- 
ing general crisis of capitalism, Timofeyev said, helps to 
make the struggle against the forces of ultra-right reaction, 
militarism and colonialism more effective, while seriously 
undermining the position of those who, brandishing the 
“Communist menace” bogy, tried to distract the workers 
from the class struggle. The relaxation of international 
tension makes it more difficult for imperialist reaction to 
find a way out of the economic crisis by having recourse to 
brutal suppression of the working-class and democratic 
movements, to a policy of undisguised fascistisation of 
public life. 

Detente makes it much more imperative to further the 
international cohesion and unity of all the revolutionary, 
anti-imperialist forces throughout the world. This is neces- 
sitated both by the tasks of carrying further the detente 
itself and the objective conditions of the current 
internationalisation of the class struggle. 

in the context of detente there are fewer opportunities for 
exporting counter-revolution and bringing neocolonialist 
pressure to bear on developing countries, and this 
encourages progressive forces in these countries to carry 
out important anti-imperialist measures such as nationalisa- 
tion of the natural resources and monopoly property, 
abrogation of unequal treaties with the former metropolises, 
and development of economic relations with the capitalist 
states on the basis of equality and mutual benefit. This 
makes for closer international cooperation between the 
forces of national liberation and world socialism, the 
international Communist and working-class movement. 

The policy of peace pursued by the Soviet Union and 
other fraternal socialist countries and aimed at promoting 
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the processes of detente, helps to extend the principles of 
peaceful coexistence in relations among states, and serves 
as a vital precondition for forming an international climate 
conducive to the attainment by the developing countries 
of their national socio-economic goals, and to thorough 
reorganisation of the entire system of international economic 
relations. The closer cooperation between socialist and 
developing countries is a factor contributing to the ac 
ceptance of new forms and principles of world economic 
intercourse that weaken the positions of neocolonialism and 
enable developing countries to advance along the path o 
socio-economic progress. In the different areas of this co- 
operation the existence of an alternative in choosing o 
partner helps the developing countries in their struggle 
against attempts by international monopoly to dictate 
unequal terms to them, to resort to blackmail by threatening 
economic blockade, etc. 

Cooperation between the socialist and developing 
countries in all fields and aspects of international affairs is 
thus a powerful stimulant of social progress in the world. 
Also, it is a dependable guarantee of success for all 
progressive, anti-imperialist forces in the struggle for the 
equality and freedom of peoples, for peace and social 
justice, and against all forms of exploitation, inequality and 
oppression. 

The growing economic might and political influence of 
world socialism erect a barrier to the aggressive propensities 
of imperialist reaction and creates favourable objective con- 
ditions for the advancement of the world revolutionary 
process. 

Though detente applies primarily to relations between 
countries with differing social systems, Mitra said, it is. 
exerting a strong influence also on relations between 
imperialist and developing countries. For the peoples of 
the national-liberation zone detente is a factor impeding 
direct imperialist aggression or the export of counter- 
revolution. It helps to extend the anti-imperialist struggle 
to the economic sphere. It helps the peoples exercise thei! 
right to be masters of their natural wealth. New op- 
portunities thus emerge for eliminating imperialist diktat in 
economic relations between developing and developed 
capitalist countries, and for basing these relations on justice 
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and equality. There are also wider opportunities for interac- 
tion of socialism and the national-liberation movement in 
different fields. Detente does not preclude socialism’s right 
to support the national-liberation struggle by military and 
other means. 

Replying to a question by Pittman on the specific influence 
of the world revolutionary process on India, Mitra stressed 
that interaction of socialism and the national-liberation 
movement was a major factor in the recent changes in 
India. In all critical situations, when India was faced with 
threats by imperialism, including US imperialism, it was the 
Soviet Union that firmly stood by her side. If we take 
economic independence, it was largely due to Soviet as- 
sistance that India was able to build up a state-owned 
heavy industry. The benefits of interaction of socialism and 
the Indian progressive movement are not confined to the 
anti-imperialist struggle, but extend to cardinal questions 
of social development. Most of India’s national leaders did 
not come from the working class, but they have been 
obliged to accept the socialist orientation, and in no small 
share this is due to the Influence of the Soviet example. Our 
experience shows that the example of existing socialism 
helps to accelerate our progress. 

The end of the cold war, Renate Wünsche, department 
head, GDR Institute of International Relations, said, was 
one of the prerequisites for bringing to the fore the develop- 
ing countries’ fight for economic independence. They have 
the support of the socialist community, with which they 
share an identity of interests on many problems. There is 
now a closer tie between the economic and political aspects 
of the anti-imperialist struggle. Peaceful coexistence 
releases new forces: the developing countries are now 
making a bigger contribution to a healthier international 
climate. Further consolidation of the sovereignty of Asian, 
African and Latin American countries in the confrontation 
with imperialism has considerably enhanced their 
international prestige and authority. 

Peaceful coexistence does not eliminate contradictions 
between the national-liberation movement and imperialism, 
or weaken the peoples’ anti-imperialist liberation struggle. 
Indeed, in recent years the struggle against colonialism and 
racism has not only gained momentum, but also brought 
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about tangible results. The emergence of a number of 
newly-independent states in Africa indicates that in the 
international climate over the past five years favourable 
conditions have been provided for this struggle to become 
more powerful, organised, purposeful and effective. Detente 
has in decisive measure been responsible for the condemna- 
tion of racism in whatever shape, whether apartheid or 
Zionism. So the fight against colonialism and racism and 
the struggle for peaceful coexistence are interrelated and 
stimulate each other. 

The main aspect of the present confrontation with 
imperialism in Latin America, Jeronimo Carrera, CC 
member, CP Venezuela, said, is the fight to dismantle the 
power of the US monopolies, which have been robbing us 
of our wealth, plunging our peoples into poverty. The 
priority aim is repossession of our natural wealth. In recent 
years nationalisation in dependent countries has become 
practically universal, affecting, in varying degree, the assets 
of international monopoly capital. In the past all nationaliso- 
tion, regardless of whether it implied confiscation or 
compensation, was immediately denounced as an act 
hostile to the imperialist powers. Now, the word 
“nationalisation” no longer frightens the bourgeoisie: 
capitalism has learned to live with nationalisation, just as 
it learned to accept agrarian reform, and use it in its own 
interests. i i 

This change of front is the result of the changed relation 
of world forces to the disadvantage of imperialism. Detente 
prevents it from acting in the old way and resorting to 
violence, at least to the same extent as before. But thoat 
does not mean that the imperialists are surrendering their 
privileges. There are other factors that keep our countries 
in a state of dependency. 

Another speaker, Lava, said that the experience of neo- 
colonialism has proved that our country, the Philippines, 
cannot rely on the foreign monopolies and the capitalist 
market to resolve its multiplying problems. The belief is 
gaining ground, even in ruling circles, that genuine 
national security can come only from an independent and 
peaceful policy geared to national development, a policy 
that envisages mutually advantageous cooperation with all 
countries in the present setting of detente. Our Communist 
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Party has taken a positive attitude to President Marcos’s 
appeal for national unity and an independent development 
policy based on the use of our own resources and on 
friendly mutually advantageous relations with all countries. 

There should be no doubt that economic cooperation with 
the socialist world, Sudiman said in the debate, helps the 
young states wipe out social and economic backwardness, 
break out of imperialist subjection and become truly 
sovereign and progressive countries. But there is the ques- 
tion of whether or not economic and trade relations with 
the socialist countries help to bolster, economically, 
reactionary regimes, such as that in Indonesia. In answering 
that question we have first to take into account the follow- 
ing: such economic ties help to prevent complete economic 
subjection to imperialism, and, at the same time, enable 
the patriotic forces to advance a positive alternative. 

If the interaction and cooperation between the national- 
liberation movement and the international Communist and 
working-class movement, and the socialist world system, is 
steadily developed, the turn towards detente can be of real 
benefit for the further advancement of the cause of national 
liberation, revolution and peace. 

The breach of the imperialist blockade against Cuba, the 
failure of the 1962-64 OAS illegal anti-Cuba resolutions 
which envisaged economic and political sanctions, should 
be seen as a triumph for peaceful coexistence in the 
Western hemisphere, Paredes said. The whole system of 
US-Latin American relations is now in a state of crisis. Many 
governments are forming regional organisations to defend 
their economies against imperialist encroachments. The 
urge to use the favourable foreign-policy conditions result- 
ing from detente to pursue a sovereign policy is now the 
central trend in inter-American relations, and it is steadily 
gaining momentum. 

Wider contacts between Latin American countries and 
the Soviet Union and other socialist states, Sanchez said, 
not only substantially improve the international situation in 
our region, but also provide valuable support for our 
peoples’ fight for independence and freedom, democracy 
and progress, against the domination of foreign monopolies 
and the local oligarchies, and bring new forces into this 
struggle. 
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For the dependent and underdeveloped countries multi- 
loteral equal cooperation is an effective weapon against 
backwardness and imperialist exploitation, and accelerates 
their advance to full independence. 

The positive changes on the international scene, Melen- 
drez said, hove prompted the Mexican government to change 
its policy. True, the change has been bolder in foreign than 
in domestic affairs. Full use is not being mode of opportu- 
nities to achieve our two main goals, viz., economic indepen- 
dence and an end to North American political pressure. 

Detente, Gonzalez soid, has made it possible for the 
Ponomanian government more effectively to press its 
demand for a retum of the Canal Zone and dismantling 
of foreign bases. At the same time, the government hos 
deatt a telling blow to the US banana monopoly, which ha: 
ruthlessly exploited our natural resources and labou 
power. 

With the new relation of closs forces in the word, Car 
rera remarked, the people of so small a country as Panamo 
can advance demands which not so long ago, in the cold 
war days, would have stood no chance of success. 

The new alignment of international forces, Hugo Fazio, 
representative of the CP Chile, said, is having a positive 
influence in Latin America. The revolutionary process in 
Chile which aimed at abolishing, by new means, 
dependence on imperialism, and the financial and landed 
oligarchy, was possible only because of the new 
international situation. And though the revolution has: 
suffered o temporary defeat, Chile's experience has shown 
that there are new ways of implementing revolutionary 
transformations. 

From the standpoint of their basic aims, vital interests 
and interaction, Bognar said, each of the three currents of 
the world revolutionary process stands to gain less from 
cold-war confrontations and, of course, military conflicts. 
But detente has not deprived imperialism of the ubility te 
do harm: clashes in the class struggle will not always auto- 
matically end in victory for the forces of progress, though 
the ultimate result is beyond doubt. 

_ Groen said that detente had accelerated differentiotion 
in the imperialist and monopolistic circles, thereby stimulst- 
ing in some of these circles o material interest in peace ond 
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the development of international cooperation; it had also 
isolated the most aggressive elements. One should not. 
however, overestimate the importance of this. 

One of the new and difficult problems derived from 
detente was that in certain broad sections there might be 
illusions that the aggressive nature of imperialism had been 
finally curbed. These illusions could lead, on the one hand, 
to a weakening of vigilance and, on the other, encourage 
divisive forces in the anti-imperialist movement. These 
illusions could, for instance, give rise to underestimation of 

. the significance of the struggle for stabilising international 
conditions. The Communist Party of Denmark stresses that 
despite advances in the struggle for peace the peoples 
should not close their eyes to the belligerent nature and 
aggressive aspirations of imperialism. Imperialism’s inten- 
tions have not changed: all that has changed is its ability 
to put them into practice. 

The misgivings about the consequences of detente for 
the cause of the revolution and national liberation, Garro 
said, have, in the main, given way to an understanding of 
its real importance in the context of the world-wide anti- 
imperialist struggle. It is becoming increasingly clear that 
the fight to extend the scope of detente and the fight for 
social and national liberation are, in effect, two bottlefronts 
of a single, ever-widening revolutionary offensive. Peace 
and social progress are interconnected aims. That thought 
was amplified by Sierra: both for a working class in power 
and for a working class fighting for power, detente and 
revolutionary change ore not parallel but interconnected 
elements of one and the same strategy. 

The debate showed that detente is attended by a higher 
level of the peoples’ struggle against their common enemy, 
imperialism. This leads to a change in the socio-political 
status quo, as evidenced by the far-reaching revolutionary 
changes of the past few years. Detente and peaceful co- 
existence create an international climate conducive to social 
progress. This makes for much wider interaction of all the 
contingents of the world anti-imperialist_ movement, and 
helps to strengthen the three revolutionary currents. 
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On Forms 
of the Liberation Struggle 


The relation between detente and forms of the liberation 
struggle was discussed by many speakers, who took as 
their starting point Lenin’s ideas about the dialectical 
interconnection of revolution and the fight for peaceful co- 
existence and a democratic and just peace. «< 

To gauge the success of detente in the light of Lenin's 
understanding of peaceful coexistence, Amath Dansoko, 
Political Bureau member, CC African Party of Independence 
of Senegal, said, it is useful to recall the difficulties the 
international Communist movement had to cope with and 
the persistent and principled struggle waged by the Com- 
munist parties, notably the CPSU. 

Peaceful coexistence is an important element of the 
Marxist-Leninist theory of revolution. By its policy of detente, 
the Communist movement has given answers to the vital 
problems of the historic situation we now face and has 
creatively developed Lenin's teaching. Our policy, os 
pointed out by many speakers, provides a wider field for 
the activities of the revolutionary forces. The very fact that 
we were able to impose this form of struggle on the: 
imperialist powers is added proof of the leading role of the 
proletariat and the socialist community in the social evolu- 
tion of our epoch. This form of struggle is all the more 
important for the future world revolution, because fot 
imperialism the arms drive is not only a means of preparing 

` for war, but also a means of retarding the process of build 
ing socialism and communism. 

We all agree, said John Poll, representative of the South: 
African Communist Party, that detente is out of the question’ 
in the field of ideology and the class struggle. But is it right 
to think that detente can be extended to that sphere of 
international life which is concerned with the relationship 
between the oppressor and oppressed nations, between the 
national-liberation movement and the imperialist countries? 
The liberation movements in Namibia, Zimbabwe and South 
Africa had for years conducted a non-violent mass strug 
gle, but bitter experience forced them to take the path 
of armed revolutionary struggle. And there is no more jus 
war than that of a degraded, humiliated, racially oppressed 
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people fighting for national independence, freedom and 
peace. 

For the developing countries, Gonzalez said, detente is 
the only alternative to the cold war the imperialists have 
been waging to maintain themselves in power. By promoting 
detente these countries can use its benefits to end 
imperialist exploitation and oppression. This, of course, does 
not preclude—in fact presupposes—revolutionary changes 
within the country. 

The peace we are working for, said Garro, has nothing in 
common with colonialist peace, with peace at the expense 
of the peoples and their independence. What we want is 
a democratic and just peace. 

Peaceful coexistence of states with opposite social 
systems corresponds to the fundamental interests of the 
national-liberation movement; it does not imply renuncia- 
tion by that movement of the right to armed struggle. It will 
be recalled that in defending peace and striving for the 
extension of detente, the socialist countries render as- 
sistance, including military, to the peoples’ national-libera- 
tion struggle. But the national-liberation movement itself 
should, | think, always take into account the international 
situation: it is essential and possible to strengthen universal 
peace while continuing the struggle for national and social 
liberation and making skilful use of the great diversity of its 
forms. The guarantee against mistakes is constant coordina- 
tion and cooperation between the forces of this and other 
revolutionary currents. 

How would it work out, for instance, if every contingent 
of the national-liberation movement undertook this or that 
important step with an eye only to the internal situation and 
ignored the interests of universal peace in this nuclear age? 
The participants in the world revolutionary movement should, 
in my opinion, be able to see not only their own rights and 
the duties of others. They should also keep well in mind 
their own duties in relation to the world revolutionary 
process as a whole. 

A revolution that would end in a world thermonuclear 
war, Berecz said, does not make sense, nor does a peace 
that would keep alive exploitation and oppression. Both 
run counter to the requirements of social development. The 
need to combine the fight for socialism and social progress 
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with the fight for peace and detente was emphasised by the 
11th Congress of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party in 
these words: “Our key task in foreign policy has always 
been the provision of external conditions favouring our 
work in building socialism, the defence and strengthening 
of the positions of social progress, national independence 
and world peace.” 

The socialist countries are, at one and the same time, 
participants in the world revolutionary process and thel 
creators of the international situation. The revolutionary 
mission of the socialist world system is to achieve these 
three interconnected goals: successful building of o 
developed socialist society and communism; stable interno- 
tional conditions; support of the revolutionary forces. 

The socialist community countries can, through their, 
foreign-policy and revolutionary contacts, actively influence: 
the international situation. The socialist countries cannot 
take rash risks in their foreign policy. The aim of the socialist 
revolution is to refashion the world in the interests of the 
working class and, in the final analysis, of all mankind. 
Socialist revolution is essentially creative: it abolishes the 
obsolescent exploiting system. Consequently, any action 
which appears revolutionary but leads to thermonuclear war: 
is sheer madness. Such actions are contrary to Marxism. 
which has always rejected the prodding of revolution from 
without by war. 

Speaking of the general trend towards changes in the 
forms of the class struggle implied by affirmation of the 
principles of peaceful coexistence in international relations, 
Bognar remarked that the effect. of detente was to 
strengthen the positions of those who believed in waging 
the international class struggle by peaceful means and to 
restrict the freedom of action of supporters of armed con- 
frontation. It would be closing one’s eyes to reality to 
absolutise detente as the only admissible aspect of the 
class struggle and rule out the possibility of other ways and 
means of struggle. 

It was stressed at the conference that while eliminating 
such phenomena of the class contradictions between the 
two systems as military-political confrontation, and prevent 
ing conflicts and controversies between states from being 
solved by means of war, by the use of force or the threat o 
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force, detente does not tie down the initiative of the 
revolutionary forces in mastering all means and forms of 
class struggle and making use of them according to specific 
conditions and with a view to strengthening peace and 
proletarian internationalism. 


Basis for Alliance and Class Differentiation 


In the national-liberation zone, it was noted, a new problem 
has arisen that must be considered when dealing with the 
interaction of the main currents of the world revolutionary 
process. This problem is connected with the differentiation 
of class forces in the developing countries in relation 
to the choice of paths of social development ond 
imperialism’s attempts to exploit this process for splitting: 
the liberation movement. 

The current struggle in the developing countries over 
paths of development, said Garro, is tending towards the 
choice of the socialist orientation or strengthening of that 
orientation. This tendency gives the national-liberation 
movement a deeper social content, and strengthens the 
material and political foundations of its alliance with the 
socialist system, and the alliance of all currents of the 
revolutionary movement. But the opposite tendencies shoul 
also be taken into consideration. 

For example, to undermine the foundations of the 
progressive regimes imperialism tries to build up the local 
parasitic and bureaucratic bourgeoisie. This gives rise to 
illusions that there can be a change in the fundamental 
essence of imperialism’s, particularly US imperialism’s’ 
political line, that its mediation in this or that struggle 
would be desirable and could produce positive results 
Mitra continued this thought by saying that imperialism is 
trying to get together with the property-owning classes d 
the young states and reshape their foreign and home 
policies in its own interests. It is trying to disrupt the alliance 
of the national-liberation movements with other revolution: 
ary currents by exploiting the existing non-identity of their: 
specific aims. The national-liberation movement in its pres 
ent phase is aiming at political and economic indepet 
dence, which corresponds to the interest of various socid 
strata, including some sections of the national bourgeoisie 
whereas the mission of the international proletariat i 
socialism. 

Socialism’s support to the national-liberation movement 
springs from proletarian internationalism, whereas the 


national-liberation movement's relations with socialism are: 
based on anti-imperialist alliance. 
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The bourgeois circles are speculating on the fact that 
socialism is not yet in a position to render all the vast 
economic assistance the developing countries require. They 
use this argument to justify the involvement of the 
international monopolies in the economies of the young 
states, 

imperialist politicians, primarily the ruling circles of the 
United States, said llona Babirak, lecturer at the Hungarian 
Higher Political School, are endeavouring to set up “base 
countries” in the developing world that could represent and 
promote their aims. After Brazil such attempts have been 
launched, for example, in relation to Iran, Indonesia and 
Egypt. This is one of the ways in which imperialism strives 
to check the anti-imperialist and revolutionary processes 
throughout the developing world. 

The reactionary forces in the developing countries, said 
Renate Wünsche, are trying to exploit for their own selfish 
purposes the positions these countries have won in the 
world. While talking about the “end of the bi-polar world”, 
they make deals with US imperialism and other imperialist 
countries. But the danger of debilitating the anti-imperialist 
content of the developing countries’ national! policy cannot, 
in our view, cast doubt on the growing international role 
of these countries or their contribution to the struggle for 
peace and national independence. 

The speaker went on to stress that in the present phase 
connected with the socio-political differentiation in the 
national-liberation and anti-imperialist movement certain 
qualitatively new social processes can be observed. It is 
becoming quite obvious, for example, that in terms of time 
and content the struggle for economic independence and 
the freedom to choose one’s social orientation are united in 
a single process. 

Taking into account new phenomena and trends, Georges 
Batal, CC member, CP of the Lebanon, suggested it was 
time to abandon past generalisations, in which, in the 
period of struggle for political independence, all the 
colonial and dependent countries and nationalist trends 
were in some degree regarded as belonging to the world- 
wide national-liberation movement. 

Now, decades after the attainment of independence, the 
National-liberation movement has acquired a new content— 
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the merging of the objectives of national liberation wit 
those of economic upbuilding, with the drive for economic 
independence and social progress. 

In countries that have won political independence dit 
ferences are growing in the levels and character of political 
economic and social development, the alignment of the 
classes and social strata and the roles they play. The ques 
tion of roads of social development is hotly contended. It is 
still difficult to say which road many of these countries will; 
take. It would be wrong, the speaker said, to assume, fo 
example, that economic and social progress and the: 
development of the productive forces in these countries wil 
be linked solely with the socialist refashioning of society. 

This puts in doubt, Batal continued, some concepts 
dealing with the transient phenomena in the nationdl- 
liberation movement, for example, the assumption of power 
by the petty bourgeoisie. The significance of reforms and 
changes in the structure of certain countries has been 
exaggerated; so too has the significance of these changes 
for future development. Despite all these reforms and 
changes, not one of these countries has left the capitolis 
system, not one of them has shaken off its dependence on 
the world capitalist market. Experience has shown that the 
mere replacement of individuals heading the nationdl 
government leaves things just as they were and dashes the 
hopes that were placed in these leadership changes. Ħ. 
should be remembered that there may be a difference’ 
between the regime and the social forces fighting for the 
consolidation of political and economic independence and; 
for social progress. : 

One cannot agree, Dansoko remarked, with those whe 
deny the existence of a whole current in the world. 
revolutionary process known as the national-liberatio" 
movement. Ali the formerly colonial and dependent 
countries, irrespective of their level of development, hold ¢ 
special position in the capitalist world system. The politica 
line adopted by the governments of some of the developing 
countries does not in any sense invalidate the existence 4 
the national-liberation movement. There are, of course 
bound to be different trends within this movement, an 
frequent contradictions. Some of them are striving to solve 
the basic conflict with imperialism on the revolutionay 
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plane, others embark on the reformist road. The differentia- 
tion and class struggle going on there is specifically con- 
nected with the question of choice of road. But in our view, 
there still exists a zone whose peoples are in a special 
relation to imperialism. 

Since the October Revolution of 1917 the national-libero- 
tion movement has acquired the specific feature that it is 
no longer developing along the lines of bourgeois revolu- 
tion, but has become a component of the world-wide social 
revolution. This, of course, is still a long way from being a 
genuine proletarian movement. But the collapse of the 
colonial system and the emergence of the national states 
has given hundreds of millions a more active part in the 
battles between the forces of reaction and progress. 

No one denies the existence of a definite current in the 
world revolutionary process, namely, the national-liberation 
movement, Batal explained. But is the definition formulated 
when these countries were still fighting for political 
independence true today? In those days it was a very broad 
movement embracing the oppressed peoples of three con- 
tinents, and countries that were under colonial rule or 
depended on the metropolis. But since the achievement of 
independence the economic and socio-political develop- 
ment of these countries has become differentiated. There 
have emerged regimes that are not anti-imperialist and no 
longer participate in the national-liberation movement. In 
short, the content of the national-liberation movement has 
changed. So such generalisations as “national-liberation 
zone” ore, in my view, no longer valid today. After all, this 
is not a geographical but o class concept with an anti- 
imperialist and anti-neocolonialist content (incidentally, 
some countries which formerly did not belong to this zone 
are now launching an anti-imperialist struggle for national 
liberation). 

The question raised in the debate, Koutoulas remarked, 
merits further study. Greece, for one, is not among the 
countries belonging to the national-liberation zone. Yet it 
is dependent on US imperialism. Our country’s productive 
forces ore developed not more than those of, say, Latin 
American countries which are considered part of the zone 
of the national-liberation movement. 

Experience, said Timofeyev, prompts us to toke a more 
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and more discriminat’ng approach when analysing the pos- 
tion in one or another current of the world revolut onon 
process. At one time the group of Latin American countres, 
for example, was assigned to the Third World. One must 
be careful, however, not to underrate the anti-imperia st 
potential of the contemporary national-liberat'on movement 
as a whole. 

Entering the discussion, Ashhab said that a process of 
differentiation is indeed taking place in the countries we| 
describe as developing. But here we are faced with the 
problem of the criteria that should be used to decide 
whether this or that country has accomplished the tasks of 
national-liberation revo ution. Where are these criteria to; 
be sought? In the nature of the ruling circles, progress ve 
or reactionary? Or in the objective fact that the country is 
explo ted by imper‘alism and has not, consequently, solved 
the fundamental problems of the national-liberat'on revolu- 
tion? 

Let us take Saudi Arabia, for example. Can it be stated 
that this country, despite its huge income from oil produc- 
tion, despite its deals w'th imperialism, is no longer being 
robbed by the foreign monopolies, that it has already 
achieved the basic objectives of the national-liberation 
revolution? In my view, imperialism will never allow such 
countries to become developed capitalist states in the litera 
sense of the term. In the general context of historica 
development the formation of capitalist states of this kind 
is now a thing of the past. In the present epoch the develop- 
ing countries can free themselves completely of imperialist 
dependence and become economically independent and 
developed countries only by taking the socialist road. 

Speaking of the peculiarities of the revolutionary process 
in Latin America, Francisco Pereira, CC member, Braz'lian 
Communist Party, noted that the working-class, democratic 
and national-liberation movements of the region are 
increasingly pooling their efforts for joint struggle against 
imperialism and the ol garchies. 

Of course, Sierra explained, the Latin American revolution 
cannot be defined as merely national-liberation revolution. 
As a result of the intertwining of an acute class struggle 
and the anti-imperialist struggle in our countries, also of 
the fact that imperialism accounts for part of the production 
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relations in Latin America, the revolutionary process on our 
continent is essentially different from that in many Afro- 
Asian countries. Certainly, dependence on imperialism and 
the growing contradictions between the US monopolies and 
Latin American countries single out very distinctly the 
national factor in this process. It would therefore be 
erroneous to take a one-sided approach by singling out 
only the first or only the second component of the Lat'n 
American revolution, which underrate one or the other of 
its aspects or make them an absolute. 

The common aspect of the Latin American peoples’ 
struggle consists in the confrontation with one and the same 
enemy~Yoankee imperialism—which is also the chief enemy 
of all the peoples of the world. if to the aforesaid is added 
the sum-total of common elements of their history, geo- 
graphy, economy, language and social psychology, without 
forgetting also the uneven development and d'fferent levels 
of each country, the Latin American revolution will be 
projected as a single historical ond differentiated pro- 
cess, 

With the triumph of the Cuban revolution Latin America 
climbed to a qualitatively new level in its struggle for 
national independence, democracy, peoce and socialism. 
When an attempt was made to pave a peaceful way to 
revolutionary change, as evidenced by the Chilean ex- 
perience whose possib'lities have not yet been exhausted, 
imperialism and its henchmen resorted to crime ond terror 
against the people. That tragedy confirmed the truth that 
any revolution must be able to defend itself. While it would 
be extremely dangerous to underrate the sinister elements 
represented by fascist and fascist-type regimes, it should 
be noted that paramount importance attaches to elements 
characterised by the existence of the socialist Cuba, the 
dynamic processes in Peru and Panama, the heroic struggle 
of the working class and popular masses throughout the 
continent, and the wider scale of anti-imperialist and ant - 
fascist resistance. 

The main feature of the struggle in Latin America, Carrera 
said, is undoubtedly its anti-imperialist trend. This is borne 
out, besides Cuba, by the diversified processes in Peru, 
Panama, Guyana and, to some extent, other countries. For 
instance, Venezuela and Equador are cctive members of 
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the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries, a key 
arena of anti-imperialist resistance. 

With the victory of the socialist revolution in Cuba the 
centre of anti-imperialist struggle in Latin America shifted 
to the vital Caribbean zone. This was not a chance develop- 
ment but a logical result of the fact that historically it was 
the first zone of the continent to be penetrated by 
imperialism, the sphere of the heaviest application of North 
American capital. 

As was noted at the conference, the solution to the 
problem of the interaction of the main currents of the worl: 
revolutionary process involves taking into account the actua 
dynamics of the contradictions and differences that can bi 
observed within the national-liberation zone. But ac 
knowledgement of the real nature of these contradiction 
does not imply that the bedrock of unity of the worl 
revolutionary process in the anti-imperialist struggle n 
longer exists. 


Can the Armed Forces Remain Neutral? 


A number of speakers examined the role of the military in 
the class struggle, the strategy of counteracting military- 
fascist regimes and reactionary coups, and the possibility of 
alliance with the progressive section of the armed forces. 

In present-day conditions, said Sierra, a new international 
problem has emerged. Following close on the heels of 
imperialism’s counteroffensive in Latin America is fascism, 
which has seized power in a number of countries. The 
detente calls for the immediate isolation and defeat of 
these centres of fascism. The manoeuvres to build up an 
anti-Communist bloc of fascist dictatorships in the southern 
part of Latin America present a grave danger. Continental 
armed forces under the aegis of the United States are being 
set up with the right to interfere in the internal affairs of 
other countries on the pretext of combating “subversive 
elements”. Pinochet, Geisel, Banzer and Stroessner are all 
operating in this direction. US imperialism has assigned the 
role of sub-regional policeman for its aggressive plans to 
Brazil, whose expansionism, threats and incessant provoca- 
tions against neighbouring countries are creating friction 
and an atmosphere of tension in this area. One should also 
note the close ties between the dictators and the Vorster 
racist regime. 

The solidarity movement with the people of Chile has 
helped to isolate the Pinochet junta. There is also a growing 
campaign for solidarity with the struggle of the Uruguayan 
people. What is necessary, however, is to unite all mankind 
against the fascist danger. This is not just a matter of moral 
duty, but also of self-defence and contributing to the fight 
against the common enemy-imperialism. The struggle to 
save the lives and freedom of Luis Corvalan, Jaime Perez, 
Jose Luis Massera, Antonio Maidana, Miguel Angel Soler, 
Luis Sanchez Sancho and many other comrades from Chile, 
Uruguay, Paraguay, Brazil, Guatemala, Nicaragua and 
other countries accords with the elementary demands of 
both proletarian internationalism and international demo- 
cratic solidarity. - 

Fascism in Latin America is reaction’s reply to the develop- 
ment of the revolutionary process. The presence of fascism 
means that new tactics have to be worked out. In Uruguay, 
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which today is a country occupied by its own armed forces 
and US imperialism, the Communist Party advocates the 
setting up of the broadest possible front aimed at smashing 
the fascist regime. The tasks involved in creating such o 
front and international solidarity are posed by the Com- 
munists in a new way for they merge with the tasks of the 
struggle for peaceful coexistence. 

The appearance of fascist regimes in individual countries, 
including those of Latin America, said Fazio, does not 
invalidate the fact that relaxation of international tension 
has become the main trend in recent years. But in some 
cases there has been backtracking. Imperialism constantly 
resorts to gross interference, in various forms, in the internal 
life of other countries, practices methods of neocolonialist 
domination, tries to start local wars and directs its main 
effort towards blocking progressive changes. The imposition 
of fascist regimes on dependent countries is an essential 
part of its strategy. By this means imperialism and the local 
oligarchies seek to tie down and debilitate the forces of 
revolution. 

Fascism in Chile aroused the indignation of the whole 
world. The present campaign of solidarity with the people 
of Chile was evoked by world support of the Chilean revolu- 
tion and by the cruelty of the repressive measures taken by 
te dictatorship. Another decisive factor was the readiness 
of the broadest circles in all parts of the world to prevent 
the spread of fascism to other countries. The establishing 
of fascist regimes, like the one in Chile, runs counter to the 
basic trends of international development. This is the main 
reason for their undoubted isolation. Detente improves the 
external preconditions for the abolition of such regimes and, 
conversely, their abolition is necessary for the deepening of 
detente. i 

The fascist and pro-fascist regimes installed in Latin 
America, Padilla said, present a serious hindrance to 
detente on the continent. The policy pursued by these 
regimes, reaffirms, this time in conditions of Latin Americo, 
that fascism is the vehicle of dangerous geopolitical, ultra- 
nationalist, racist, anti-Communist, anti-democratic ond 
anti-humane concepts. Possibly better than other countries 
Bolivia knows of the hegemonistic, expansionist ambitions 
of Brazil. And yet Bolivia's ruling classes have now 
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established close cooperation with the oligarchy and policy- 
makers of Brazil. This docking-up is one of the main reasons 
for the fascistisation of the Bolivian state. 

The interaction of the three main currents of our time 
creates in Latin America a situation inhibiting the USA's 
old policy of intervention. For that reason imperialism turns 
to fascism as a means to prevent the advance of the 
revolutionary process and the setting up of an international 
climate based on peaceful coexistence. The US imperialists 
regard the regime in Brazil, and especially the Pinochet 
junta, as an effective tool for unleashing local wars in that 
part of Latin America. On their part, Chile's fascist generals 
strive to find a solution to their internal problems, to the 
economic and political crisis, by having recourse to military 
gambles. That is why it is so important to prevent 
chauvinism from gripping the minds of the people in our 
countries. The working class of Bolivia maintains that the 
defeat of fascism in Chile will offer a realistic opportunity 
of peaceful, just and democratic solution to the question 
of the country’s intercontinental position. 

The right-wing coups, said Pereira, are the extreme 
measure to which Yankee imperialism and the local 
oligarchies resort in order to inhibit progressive and 
revolutionary processes in Latin America. The fact that these 
coups often lead to the setting up of fascist-type dictator- 
ships testifies to the intensity of the class contradictions in 
the countries of this area and of the contradictions between 
each of these countries and US imperialism. 

Our experience, however, shows that right-wing military 
coups are not inevitable. It is not by accident and certainly 
not due to opportunism that certain Latin American armies 
adopt progressive and even revolutionary positions, entering 
into combat with imperialism and the locol oligarchies. 
Progressive, revolutionary potentials are maturing in the 
continent’s armed forces. In the absence of stable traditions 
of democratic freedoms and the relative weakness of the 
proletariat the progress of the democratic and anti- 
imperialist struggle in a number of Latin American countries 
cannot, in our view, be consolidated without the firm sup- 
port of the army. 

The Brazilian military are not a uniform reactionary mass. 
Nor is there a reactionary majority or a democratic minority 
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in the army. True, political processes in the armed forces 
are giving rise to opposite trends which, in the main, reflec 
the interests of the camps, progressive and reactionan, 
into which Brazilian society is split. The supporters of these 
trends, however, constitute only a minority of the Brazilion 
military. The majority, as a rule, refrain from active participo- 
tion in politics. 

The situation in the army is constantly changing and 
these changes are not always for the better. The reactionay 
circles strive to drag the army into their anti-democratic! 
trends and they are successful when the progressive forces 
make tactical blunders or remain passive. Our duty is to 
do everything we can to consolidate the positions of the 
progressive-minded military, to help them win the battle for 
political control of military institutions. In the conditions of 
Latin America the idea that militarism cannot be defeated 
and eradicated otherwise than by means of a victorious 
struggle of one section of the national army against another 
is highly relevant. 

Alberto Kohen, alternate CC member, CP Argentino, 
agreed that the armed forces should not be regarded os. 
something homogeneous and reactionary. At the same time. 
the lessons of the class struggle indicate that one cannot| 
count on the neutrality of the armed forces in political and 
social conflicts. The Communists of Argentina, having given 
positive approval to the fact that the military junta in March 
1976 had renounced a Pinochet-type solution, warned that 
both within and without the armed forces there are fascist 
and pro-imperialist elements that want to drown in blood 
the powerful and heroic movement of Argentina's working 
class and people. The basic objective shared by Com- 
munists and other progressive, democratic forces in Argen- 
tina is to prevent the process begun after the coup from 
being directed by advocates of a fascist regime. This would 
be our contribution to detente and the fight against 
imperialist plans in the South Atlantic. 

Hugo Capurro, representative of the Peruvian Communis! 
Party, spoke of the military's participation in the struggle for 
revolutionary changes in his country. He drew attention to 
the importance of studying the role and place of progressive 
military circles in the interaction of the three revolutionary 
currents and in the anti-imperialist struggle. Having 
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analysed the ideology of Peru’s armed forces, the speaker 
showed that it has travelled a winding road from concep- 
tions of the defence of the national sovere’gnty to an 
understanding of the necessity for national development 
with an anti-imperialist and anti-oligarchic orientation. 
General Juan Velasco Alvarado, expressing the opinion of 
Peru's armed forces, proclaimed that inasmuch as 
imperialism brings wth it foreign domination of the 
economy and pol tical life of a given country, the struggle 
for sovereignty necessarily implies a struggle against 
imperialism. Such is, in effect, the position of Peru's 
revolutionary government headed by General Francisco 
Morales Bermudez, 

The military who rule Peru ore not Marxists, but they are 
leading the revolution. This assertion is not concession on 
our part, but acknowledgement of the actual situation. Is it 
right to speak of opportunism when alliance with the 
progressive military accords with our fundamental positions? 
Examining the progressive trends in the armed forces, their 
objective and subjective aspects, the speaker stressed that 
one cannot explain many of the positive processes taking 
place in Latin America with participation of the mil tary os 
merely a lucky coincidence. In present-day conditions the 
apolitical attitude of the army is becoming a thing of the 
past. 


Against the Ideology of Disintegration and Split 


The conference paid considerable attention to the question 
of trends in the ideological struggle in the period of detente 
involving the further unity of the three basic currents of the 
world revolutionary process. 

As was noted by Waleri Namiotkiewicz, department head, 
Polish Institute of the Main Problems of Marxism-Leninism, 
the ideological activity and pressure of imperialism and also 
the forces allied with it to check and split the world 
revolutionary process indicate that imperialism has a special 
mechanism for disintegrating the revolutionary forces. The 
developed ideological structure of capitalist society, he 
emphasised, offers opportunities for constantly improving 
this mechanism, the methods of ideological subversion and 
adapting them to changing conditions. Several speakers 
noted that the main role in imperialism’s activity aimed ot 
disintegrating the world revolutionary process is assigned to 
anti-communism and anti-Sovietism. 

Anti-Sovietism today, said Girginov, is the kernel of anti- 
communism, although bourgeois propaganda has lately 
sought to separate anti-Sovietism from anti-communism, 
alleging that one can be an opponent of the Soviet Union 
without being anti-Communist. Characteristically all anti- 
Soviet attempts are in some way connected with nationalism, 
they are either based on nationalistic ideas or lead to 
nationalistic positions and actions. 

Bourgeois and revisionist propaganda is at pains defend- 
ing the “national models” of socialism. Harping upon 
“contradictions” between “small countries” and ° 
“superpower”, they advocate regional alliances of socialist 
and capitalist countries against the USSR. The anti- 
Sovieteers target their attacks at the system of proletarian 
dictatorship portraying it as a negation of democracy. The 
socialist countries are urged to enforce “liberalisation”. 
meaning the evolution of socialist democracy towards 
formal bourgeois democracy. Attacks are mounted against 
the general and universal laws governing socialist revolv- 
tion and socialist construction that were discovered and 
substantiated by Marx, Engels and Lenin. 

Anti-Sovietism is hostile to the cause of revolution and 
democracy everywhere. Its recommendations of the “Eure 
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communism” type boil down in effect to a denial of the 
fundamental principles of scientific communism, and hence 
it is spearheaded not only against the USSR, but also 
against socialism, scientific and existing, and against the 
vital national interests of all peoples. 

Anti-Sovietism is a clear symptom of the class fears that 
overcome the defenders of imperialism when faced by the 
fortress and mighty bastions of socialism, democracy and 
peace; it indicates a fear of existing socialism. In present- 
day conditions, when the attitude to the USSR is becoming 
the main focus of the ideological combat, we believe thot 
it is highly important to go on strengthening and improving 
our joint efforts against any manifestations of anti-Sovietism. 
Now more than at any other time underestimation of the 
danger of anti-Sovietism and tolerating it weakens the 
positions of the anti-imperialist forces. 

It is important to combine criticism of anti-Sovietism with 
positive elaboration of the problems that are objects of 
speculation by its advocates, and to popularise the 
advantages of the socialist way of life and socialist 
democracy. 

A fundamental criterion in any endeavour to ensure the 
creative development of unity of the three revolutionary 
currents, Poll emphasised, is the relentless struggle against 
anti-communism and its twin, anti-Sovietism. The anti- 
Communist and anti-Soviet offensive in the capitalist world 
is directed not only at Communists but ot oll democratic 
and peace-loving forces. 

it is a fact, Koutoulas also emphasised, that the 
intensification of anti-Soviet propaganda is tied in with 
attempts by reaction to prevent and stifle the process of 
detente. The bourgeois mass media make every effort to 
falsify the decisions of the 25th Congress of the CPSU and 
emasculate their peaceful and, at the same time, revo- 
lutionary content. 

Just as the persecution of Communists on a national 
scale, said Groen, is directed against unity of action by the 
forces of social progress and broad popular movement, so 
is anti-Sovietism designed to isolate the individual links of 
the world revolutionary process, to separate the peace 
forces. 

The basic function of anti-Sovietism, stated Alvaro 
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Mosquera, CC member, CP Colombia, is to deprive the 
revolutionary and peace-loving forces of their main 
international bastion and then try to crush them piecemeal. 

Anti-Marxist, anti-Leninist ideology, including anti- 
Sovietism, said Matous, does not always attack from openly 
hostile class positions; it is often concealed under “progres- 
sive’ and even “socialist” phrase-mongering. It combines 
the crude methods of “psychological warfare” with bour- 
geois-liberal and reformist arguments. 

Anti-Soviet propaganda concentrates on concocted tales 
about the “violation” of democratic freedoms and civil 
rights in the socialist countries. There is nothing accidental 
about this. The more significant the economic and sociol 
achievements of the socialist countries, the more striking is 
the contrast between them and capitalist reality, the 
unemployment and inflation. The deeper the crisis of 
bourgeois democracy, the more effort does bourgeois 
propaganda exert to create the impression that actually 
existing socialism contradicts democracy, that in the 
socialist countries the basic civil rights and human freedoms 
are violated. It rants about “goulash socialism” and 
economic “sugaring of the pill”, alleging that the Czecho- 
slovak people, for example, have had to pay for a higher: 
standard of life with loss of freedom and cultural decline. 

Our most effective weapon in the fight against bourgeois 
ideology, against anti-Sovietism and anti-communism and’ 
the false propaganda that forms its most essential part, the 
most effective weapon of socialist ideology, is the truth 
about contemporary world development, the truth about the 
Soviet Union, about the countries where socialism actually 
exists, about the socialist way of life. As Comrade Leonid 
Brezhnev noted at the 25th Congress of the CPSU, the truth 
about socialism is a powerful weapon in the ideological 
struggle. Spreading the truth about actually existing 
socialism is part and parcel of the struggle against onti- 
communism and anti-Sovietism. 

Misinformation about socialist countries is a link in the 
chain of reactionary sallies against everything revolutionar 
and progressive. It would be pointless, of course, t0 
persuade the bourgeois circles of the successes scored on 
our socialist road. For it is exactly these successes that are 
the source of their greatest concern, the true cause of the 


50 


hate campaigns against us. But it is important to give the 
working people of the whole world correct information 
about socialism and its achievements. 

Whilst they seek to chastise the socialist countries and 
foist upon them “lessons” in democracy, the bourgeoisie 
prepare the people to accept undemocratic laws and 
practices within their own countries, said Betty Sinclair. The 
Communist Party of Ireland regards it as a duty to bring 
home to the people the great advantages of socialism. 

As was noted by Laszlo Nagy, deputy director of the 
Hungarian Institute of Social Sciences, it is important to 
prevent the ideological struggle from being diverted into a 
secondary channel. The basic question must be constantly 
posed: “Which social system is better, the capitalist or the 
socialist?” And we must show the advantages of socialism. 

The monopoly bourgeoisie is striving to weaken the 
impact the example of existing socialism exerts on the mass- 
es by using primarily anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, 
this concentrated expression of anti-communism. At the 
same time the indisputable economic, scientific and 
cultural advances registered by the socialist countries, first 
and foremost the Soviet Union, make bourgeois ideologists 
differ in their assessments of existing socialism. Less cur- 
rency is given to the cold war allegations that socialism 
means “violence” over the human nature. Instead, 
prominence is given to the convergence theory in all its 
variants, whose purport is to avoid the question which of 
the systems—the socialist or the capitalist—is better. 

At the centre of the attacks on socialism is the problem 
of democracy, which bourgeois ideologists identify with that 
of pluralism. Emasculating the class essence of both 
bourgeois and socialist democracy, they compare them only 
from the point of view of institutional forms of bourgeois 
pluralism. To the question associated with the problem of 
political pluralism, namely, whether or not parties with 
political programmes expressing opposite class interests 
can exist under socialism, there is this simple answer: in 
the process of the socialist transformation of society there 
sets in a period when opposite class interests cease fp exist. 
At the time of building developed socialism there is no basis 
for political pluralism expressive of opposite class interests. 
However, even under developed 'socoRam by virtue of 
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historical traditions, there may exist in some socialist 
countries several political parties that blend organically 
with the political system. But this multiparty system has 
nothing in common with political pluralism. On the contrary, 
in capitalist countries where opposed classes are struggling 
for power, political pluralism is a meaningful and natura 
development, for without it the working class would have 
been denied much of its chances in the struggle for 
socialism. 

in the context of detente, remarked Groen, new pos- 
sibilities are revealed for effectively combating anti- 
Sovietism and convincing people in the capitalist countries 
that the peoples’ future lies with socialism. As the 
international climate improves it becomes more difficult 
to spread lies about the socialist countries. The example 
of existing socialism stands in the way of the efforts of the 
bourgeois propagandists to present the crisis of capitalism 
and the evils which this system brings upon the peoples as 
something natural, inherent and inevitable. Against the 
mounting attack on democratic rights and freedoms in the 
capitalist countries socialism puts forward the increasingly 
broad participation of the masses in government, the 
guarantee of individual democratic rights; in contrast to 
the cultural decay of bourgeois society it presents the 
progress achieved by its own culture; against capital's at- 
tack on the working people’s living standard it presents the 
planned development of production and all-round improve- 
ment of their weli-being. 

The Zionist circles, Karkabi said, have undertaken the 
disgraceful mission of launching unending provocations 
and attacks against the Soviet Union. The anti-Soviet 
campaign in Israel has assumed an unprecedented scope 
in recent years, Fully in line with the true interests of the 
Jewish population of Israel, the Communist Party of Israel 
is conducting a persistent struggle against the ideology 
and practice of Zionism. 

It was noted in a number of speeches that centrifugal 
trends inject in the world revolutionary process the ideology 
of reformism and revisionism, as well as leftist opportunism. 
This was mentioned by Namiotkiewicz, Berecz, Editorial 
Board member Karoly Lipkovicz (HSWP), Matous, Fazio, 
Lava, Koutoulas, Ashhab and Lhamsuren. Kohen drew atten- 
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tion to the need of stepping up the struggle against 
Trotskyism. 

At present, said Mosquera, there is a fashion for anti- 
Communist and anti-Soviet “theories” that acclaim 
“pluralism”. The essence of these “theories” is that their 
authors break up the world revolutionary process into 
separate parts, thus writing off the general nature of its 
laws and making an absolute of the national factor. They 
reject the leading role of the Marxist party, which, in their 
view, must represent a_ pluralistic model of multi- 
factionalism, of “peaceful coexistence” between mutually 
exclusive ideological principles, without any “official party 
philosophy” (dialectical and historical materialism), and 
even with a reconciliation with religion. 

Commenting further on the causes of the bourgeois 
ideologists’ intensified attack on the communist world 
outlook, the speaker stressed that in the context of detente 
the global strategy of imperialism is undergoing a certain 
reorientation. It now resorts increasingly to the tactics of 
the Trojan horse, of “creeping counter-revolution”, in the 
hope of undermining socialism and the Communist parties 
“trom within”, by means of “ideological erosion”. 

For the revolution to be victorious there must be an 
organic merging of scientific socialism with the mass 
working-class movement. If it becomes a prisoner of 
bourgeois ideology the working class might for long be 
deprived of the possibility to use its tremendous revolu- 
tionary potential, as the experience of Social Democracy 
and all reformism has shown. There can be no interaction 
of the three basic revolutionary currents of today on the 
platform of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism. 

Hopes of the Communist parties “retreating” from 
Marxism-Leninism, Mel Doig remarked, have become more 
active of late. A characteristic statement has been made by 
one Social Democratic theoretician, who says that the Com- 
munists are distinguished from the Social Democrats by 
“only” three things: proletarian internationalism, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, and democratic centralism. 
The implication of this statement is that if the Marxist- 
Leninist parties would “only” renounce these principles, 
that would be enouyh for the Social Democrats to co- 
operate with them. Because then, supposedly, there would 
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be no disagreements and the Communist parties would n 
longer be “isolated”. Inasmuch as the right-wing Socic 
Democrat leaders are still apparently expecting us to do 
this, | should like to say that our Party, for example, has no 
intention of renouncing these fundamental Marxist-Leninist 
principles. 

Rodny Ohman, representative of the Left Party—Com. 
munists of Sweden, discussed the splitting role of reform- 
ism in the working-class movement. The reformists, she 
observed, have produced a new version of ‘Swedish 
socialism”. It has been discussed by the representatives of 
two million workers who belong to the Central Association 
of Trade Unions of Sweden. This version maintains that the 
road to socialism lies in giving the blue-collar and white- 
collar workers of the country’s most profitable enterprises 
the opportunity to take over the controlling interest in 
these firms in the course of 25-35 years. The idea is thet 
this will occur as a result of regular contributions from 
wages and salaries to a special fund. This kind of illusion 
about the transition to socialism deepens the split in the 
working-class movement. Such illusions are particularly 
dangerous because they are spread in the mass organisa 
tions of the working people where the Social Democrat: 
organised discussions of their “radical” proposals that, ir 
fact, demonstrate the obedience of the leadership of the 
Social Democratic Party to the imperialist bourgeoisie. 

With the turn towards detente, several speakers noted 
there has been intensified ideological struggle over th 
problems connected with the defence of the fundamenta 
Principles of the interaction of the three currents of the 
world revolutionary process. There is an increased need t 
expose the propaganda efforts of the bourgeoisie, tht 
reformists, the rightist and leftist opportunists, and all op 
ponents of unity. Marxist-Leninist theory has growin 
significance as a factor in raising the level of solidarity 0 
all the revolutionary forces. 


The Vital Core of Interaction 


The question of proletarian internationalism figured 
prominently in the discussion. Has its content changed in 
present-day conditions? What are its criteria and demands? 
How is proletarian internationalism related to the 
international solidarity of the broad popular forces taking 
part in the anti-imperialist movement, to the solidarity of 
those opposed to war? How can the responsibility of Com- 
munists for the fate of the revolutionary movement in their 
own countries be combined with their internationalist duty? 
These were some of the problems posed by the participants 
in the conference. 

The favourite line in the macro-sociological and geo- 
political schemes advocated by bourgeois reformists and 
“left” opportunists, said Timofeyev, is “criticism” of the 
Marxist-Leninist conception of the interaction of the 
fundamental currents of the world revolutionary process. An 
artificial antithesis is created between general-democratic 
and class-proletarian elements, between the international 
and national elements in proletarian internationalism. The 
basic aim of this “criticism” is to drain the international 
solidarity of the working people of its class essence, to 
belittle the leading role of the international working class, 
its main achievement and creation—world socialism. Various 
doctrines of “‘supra-class internationalism” have appeared. 

The opponents of scientific socialism allege that the class 
struggle between the working class and the bourgeoisie, 
between socialism and imperialism, is being replaced, on 
the world scene, by either a “war between races” or O 
confrontation between “North and South”. Such schemes 
are now shared by many social-reformist authors, the 
leftists and “theoreticians” of the so-called Fourth 
International. Unscientific attempts are made to interpret 
the trends and prospects of world history from positions of 
“Europeism” or “Asiocentrism”. Scientific socialism regards 
as equally unacceptable the draining of the class essence 
of working people’s international solidarity and protesta- 
tions of national nihilism. The Marxist-Leninist concept of 
internationalism admits of neither absolutising nor ignoring 
the national peculiarities of class struggle. It is a reflection 
of the objective dialectical connection between the 
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international and the national in the struggle of the work- 
ing class and its allies, and takes into account both the 
class and the general democratic factors in the revolutionary 
movement. 

Marxist-Leninist methodology presupposes application of 
the general principles of revolutionary theory to the 
peculiarities of each concrete historical period of the 
epoch, to the national specifics of the countries and 
peoples concerned. It implies a search for methods of 
revolutionary struggle and forms of international solidarity 
consonant with the changing conditions. The general, the 
international, exists not in the abstract, but in life itself, in 
the social realities of the epoch, in dialectical unity with 
the particular, the national. 

internationalism arose out of the community of the posi- 
tions the working class holds under capitalism in different 
countries; it reflects the common goals of the class struggle 
and the universal character of the laws and regularities of 
the world revolutionary process. At the same time the 
peculiarities of the class struggle in each country are 
rooted in national soil, and are conditioned by the traditions 
of the given country, its specific history, its distinctive 
culture and its national character. The working people have 
always owed the success of their struggle to a correct 
account of the real connection between the international 
and the national. 

The role of the international political aspects of the class 
struggle is enhanced in the context of detente. All the main 
protagonists in the world class conflict are striving to con- 
solidate their own and allied social forces on an 
international basis so as to exert a stronger influence on the 
development of world events on the basis of their political 
orientation. The course of the international class struggle 
largely depends on whose socio-political and ideological 
influence gains the upper hand. 

One cannot underestimate the drive for international 
union on the part of imperialist reaction. Stimulated by 
the mounting crisis of capitalism, this drive is expressed 
in the imperialists’ launching of international anti-Com- 
munist campaigns, in measures to intensify imperialist 
integration, in attempts by the industrially developed capi- 
talist countries to build a common front for coordinated 
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action against the anti-imperialist policy of the countries 
who have won their freedom. Specifically, there have been 
increased efforts to find a common platform for assisting 
organised opposition to the policy of the developing coun- 
tries on questions of international economic relations, efforts 
to discover an “institutional structure” for the relationships 
between the capitalist West and the developing countries. 

The increasing internationalisation of production and 
capital (expressed, for instance, in the EEC and supra- 
national corporations in conditions of contemporary 
capitalism) make it imperative to protect the interests of- 
wage labour on a scale transcending the boundaries of 
individual countries. Along with efforts to combat the 
working-class movement in their own countries, the ruling 
state-monopoly quarters make use of integration processes 
for a joint offensive against the working people. The grow- 
ing influence of “transnational” corporations is also a 
factor increasing the international character of the class 
struggle. As the multinationals step up their anti-labour 
activities, joint action by the workers in different countries 
and regions of the capitalist world becomes one of the 
battlefronts of the class struggle. 

The greater internationalisation of the class struggle is 
expressed in the mounting movement for working-class unity 
in a number of countries. The trade unions’ largely 
spontaneous urge for unity at grassroots level has 
influenced the positions of the leaders of a number of West 
European unions. Recent years have witnessed an upward 
trend for unity in action among trade unions of different 
orientations. Standing international committees are being 
set up to coordinate strike actions in the fight for general 
anti-monopoly demands. The class struggle is being further 
internationalised by militant actions in defence of the rights 
of emigrant workers. 

Depending on specific conditions, the anti-imperialist 
Movement in different parts of the non-socialist world quite 
often comprises various social forces including, besides the 
working class and the peasantry, various professional 
groups, white-collar workers, students, small holders and, in 
some countries, also members of the non-monopoly bour- 
geoisie. However, the complication and expansion of the 
social basis of the world revolutionary process does not 
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cance! the general laws of revolutionary development 
discovered by Marxism-Leninism, but make it imperative to 
apply them in keeping with the concrete historical situation. 

The attraction of ever wider masses into the anti- 
imperialist struggle gives a fresh boost to the development 
of proletarian internationalism and the solidarity of all 
progressive forces and opens up new opportunities for 
enlarging the international role of the working class. 

The enhanced role of proletarian internationalism is due 
to a variety of factors: the inner logic of development of the 
international working-class movement, the urgent need of 
the main revolutionary forces to strengthen their unity, to 
consolidate their international ties, the objective processes 
of the internationalisation of class struggle, and the tasks 
of progressive restructuring of the system of international 
relations in the setting of detente. 

Presenting at its 25th Congress the Programme of Further 
Struggle for Peace and International Cooperation, and for 
the Freedom and Independence of the Peoples, and working 
consistently for its realisation, the CPSU attaches great 
importance to strengthening the international solidarity of 
the working people. In no way does proletarian 
internationalism “isolate” Communists from other peace- 
loving and progressive forces; on the contrary, it tends to 
unite them. 

The present century has seen an enrichment of the 
content of the Marxist-Leninist concept of the international 
unity of working people; moreover its revolutionary class 
essence, expressed in the slogan “Workers of All Countries, 
Unitel”, has been retained. The formation of the socialist 
world system has called into being a historically new form 
of international solidarity—socialist internationalism, which 
implies not only the unity of the working class and its 
parties, but also the all-round solidarity of the peoples and 
governments of the socialist countries. Socialist solidarity 
is inseparable from proletarian internationalism as a whole; 
it is one of its organic parts, its continuation and develop- 
ment. 

In the socialist community the international working class 
has a historically tried and tested type of internationaliso 
tion corresponding to the interests of the working people 
of all countries. The fraternal socialist countries are in the 
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van of the historical progress of mankind. Whereas 
capitalism is in the grip of an aggravating crisis increasing 
its economic and political instability, the socialist community 
represents a world of confident, dynamic economic growth, 
socio-political stability, and cohesion of the masses around 
the ruling Communist parties. As the advances of socialism 
multiply, such a law of history as gradual convergence of 
fraternal countries manifests itself more and more clearly. 
Along with the flourishing of each socialist nation and the 
strengthening of the sovereignty of the socialist states, their 
contacts become increasingly close and more common 
elements appear in their policy, economy and public life. 

The development of cooperation between the basic cur- 
rents of the revolutionary movement has deepened the 
previous forms of international solidarity of the working 
people and given rise to new ones. The Marxist-Leninist 
conception of internationalism now includes the idea of 
unity of action of the revolutionary movements with the 
democratic forces in the capitalist countries. 

The post-war internationalisation of capital, said Pittman, 
has further developed the objective and subjective bases of 
proletarian internationalism. Conditions of the working 
class of the different capitalist countries, and the conditions 
of working-class emancipation and their aims and goals in 
these countries, have grown considerably similar in 
substance. 

Today the cohesion of all currents and forces of the world 
liberation movement is dictated by the still formidable 
resources and continuing manoeuvres of imperialism to 
change the balance of world forces and regain its position 
of dominance. United States imperialism is still the source 
of the main danger of a new world war, the main bastion of 
counter-revolution, the main instigator of the reactionary 
forces of neofascism and racism, nationalism and op- 
portunism, anti-communism and anti-Sovietism. The CPUSA 
considers it mandatory to contend against these manifesta- 
tions of US imperialist strategy, and to uphold and strive 
to realise the international solidarity of all the forces striving 
for peace, democracy and socialism. 

“It is the steady growth and consolidation of the economic, 
political and social might of socialism and the aid it renders 
the international working-class movement and national- 
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liberation movement that do most to establish and maintain 
the favourable balance of world forces. It is the ever- 
growing economic dynamism of existing socialism, in the 
new conditions of intensified monopoly competition in the 
capitalist world, that is impelling the dominant sections of 
US monopoly capital, independently of their will and in 
most cases against it, to strengthen the foundation of 
detente by broadening economic, cultural and scientific co- 
operation with existing socialism. Thus the influence exerted 
by world socialism—this main current of the world revolu-| 
tionary process—-weakens the domestic as well as the’ 
international positions of US imperialism and strengthens. 
the anti-monopoly, anti-militarist and anti-imperialist. 
tendencies that are materialising in the anti-monopoly: 
coalition. ! 
The solidarity actions and the examples set by other con- 
tingents of the international working-class movement are 
strengthening the progressive sentiments among US working 
people. Increasing numbers of US workers are studying the 
role of trade unions in the socialist countries and are draw- 
ing conclusions from the strategy and tactics of the workers 
of Portugal, Greece, France, Italy, Britain and Canada. As 
for the influence of the movement for national liberation 
and national independence, it would be difficult to 
overestimate its effect in weakening US imperialist posi- 
tions, and in accelerating the development of the progres- 
sive alignment of forces in our country. But the greatest 
impetus to anti-militarist and anti-imperialist tendencies in 
the USA was given by the peoples of Vietnam, Laos and 
Cambodia. Their defeat of US imperialist aggression was 
a catalyst for this revolutionary current on a global scale. 
The working class and all working people of the United 
States are profoundly interested not only in giving effect 
to the new opportunities offered by the revolutionary process 
but also in promoting its incessant development by stepping 
up the struggle against US imperialism in common with the 
other contingents of the world liberation movement. Specio! 
importance in this attaches to the struggle for the extension 
of detente. Helping the workers to carry on this struggle, the 
CPUSA, loyal to Marxism-Leninism, considers it its duty to 


do all it can to implement the Principles of proletarian 
internationalism. 
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The Italian Communists, said Gensini, stress the 
importance of unity among the broadest political and social 
forces in Europe. But, of course, the problem of building 
alliances and unity between different social, political and 
cultural forces presents itself today on a broader scale and 
gives rise to new problems, including those implied in the 
concept of internationalism itself. Comrade Enrico Berlin- 
guer in his speech at the 25th Congress of the CPSU said: 
“In present-day conditions the ideas and possibilities of 
internationalism are viable and effective as never before.” 
But viable and effective in what sense? We believe that it is 
viable as the solidarity action of the Communist parties, of 
political and democratic forces, of large masses of men, 
women and young people with the peoples fighting for their 
freedom and independence. 

The international aspect of solidarity is very important, but 
it is insufficient. In the crisis situation of the capitalist world 
many socio-political forces have adopted different positions 
in relation to the Communist movement and the Communist 
parties from what they did before. The unitary processes 
between Communists and Socialists in some European 
countries are of major significance. In the specific condi- 
tions of Italy these processes lead to cooperation and al- 
liance with the Catholic, Social Democratic and Republican 
forces, and even with the Demochristians, in the struggle 
against fascism. The great tasks to be accomplished in the 
struggle for peace, democracy and socialism in every country 
of Europe and the world must not be regarded as a field of 
activity for only one political and ideological movement or 
class. 

There is yet another aspect of internationalism—the 
specific, independent contribution that can and should be 
made by each party to the general struggle, to the 
international cause, bearing in mind the characteristic 
features of each country. This, in our view, is the basic ele- 
jment of the present period. The contribution to the general 
struggle and also to the development of our theory can 
become more effective the more the relations between the 
Communist parties are developed in a spirit of friendship 
and solidarity, in the course of the open comparison of dif- 
fering experience. 

The defence and extension of democracy is for us the 
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main condition of advance towards socialism. Although the 
problem of who is at the helm of state is decisive for car. 
trying out transformations leading to socialism, we maintain 
that the building of a new society already begins in the 
battles we are waging today, in our joint actions for unity 
ond in the successes we are scoring now. That is wh 
already today our Party must define the type of socialism i 
is fighting for. Speaking at the 25th CPSU Congress, Enric 
Berlinguer said: “We are working for a socialist society 
which would be the supreme manifestation of all democratic 
achievements and would guarantee all individual and col- 
lective freedoms, religious liberty, the freedom of culture, arts 
and science. We maintain that in Italy we can and must not 
only advance towards socialism, but also build socialis 
society in such a manner that different political forces 
organisations and parties should be able to contribute to 
the building of this society, so that the working class could 
duly assert its historical role in the framework of ¢ 
diversified and democratic system.” Such is, in short, ou 
policy based on history, on experience, on the contributior 
of such prominent Party leaders as Gramsci and Togliatti 
and representing a peculiar-type development and enrich 
ment of Marxist-Leninist theory. We have worked and con 
tinue to work constantly to give a deeper meaning to thi 
Policy. l 

Anti-communism and anti-Sovietism still create difficulties 
in our struggle, although these difficulties are of o dit 
ferent nature than in the past. We think, for instance, thot 
we should distinguish between what may be considered 0 
Prejudice and an a priori barrier, and what, on the contran. 
has not yet been properly understood, and we must choose 
the methods of dealing with this accordingly. 

Are proletarian internationalism and democratic interne 

tionalism the same thing, asked Sierra. In my opinion, he 
said, it is a departure from class positions to dissolve the 
first into the second, just as the dissolving of a Manist 
Leninist party in an alliance of revolutionary progressive 
forces is such a departure. 

i did not speak of proletarian internationalism or demo 
cratic internationalism, Gensini replied, because | do nd 
accept either formulation. ! was talking simply about 
internationalism, the new internationalism. Today, cor 
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sidering the great diversity of situations, a diversity that did 
not exist before, we have accepted on the basis of Togliatti’s 
analysis the formulation of unity founded on diversity. Today 
the unity of the Communist parties can develop if their 
different characteristic features are taken into considera- 
tion. 

In my view, the unity of the Communist parties should be 
broader, taking into account the new forces entering the 
struggle against imperialism, fascism, the struggle to build 
a new society, and also taking into account the scale of the 
national-liberation movement. This poses the objective of 
solidarity with embattled peoples and also the problem of 
bringing together and comparing standpoints, of achieving 
concord with the many forces of the socialist, social 
democratic and Christian type, including the Catholics, who 
can unite and form an alliance in the course of the struggle. 
Italian experience in this respect is of exceptional 
importance. It is rich in demonstrations of solidarity with the 
struggle of the peoples of Indochina and the people of 
Angola. This is not a question of departure from Marxism- 
Leninism but of its development and making an original 
contribution to it. 

i would like to draw attention, Timofeyev remarked, to 
some of Gramsci’s observations on the methodological ap- 
proach to proletarian internationalism and how it should 
be understood. In his article on “Internationalism and 
National Policy” Gramsci stresses the following idea. The 
class with an international character, that is, the working 
class, leads the social strata with a narrow national 
character (the intellectuals, for example), and often those 
with an even more restricted character: the particularist, 
municipalist strata (the peasants). In Gramsci's view, the 
international, that is, the working class, should lead the 
national forces and develop them in accordance with the 
international prospects and the demands of international 
development. Referring to the activity of the Bolshevik Party 
between 1902 and 1917, Gramsci emphasised that one of 
its characteristic features was the purification of 
internationalism of all vague elements so as to give it real 
Political substance. 

In the legacy of the outstanding figures in the Communist 
movement, including that of Gramsci, one can find many 
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important methodological ideas. Of course, every Party must 
itself decide how to use this or that element of a legacy 
today in its conception of internationalism, but Marxist 
thought is international. 

As historical experience shows, said Ellen Weber, 
proletarian internationalism is the most effective weapon 
in the struggle against the monopoly bourgeoisie. Big 
capital dreams of splitting the Communist and Workers’ 
parties, of splitting our movement. We, the members of the 
German Communist Party, are striving for unity. The lessons 
of the international working-class movement tell us that our 
opponents—the imperialists organised on an international 
scale—can be defeated if we oppose them with a united 
front. In its ideological and practical activity our Party 
constantly tries to show the tremendous potential that is 
latent in proletarian internationalism and pays much at- 
tention to strengthening mutual cooperation. 

Our experience has shown, said Koutoulas, that the main, 
leading force in the anti-imperialist struggle is the working 
class, which can under the leadership of the Party unite 
all forces. This is also true on the global scale, where an 
important precondition for rallying all the revolutionay 
forces is solidarity and mutual assistance of the Communist 
parties on the basis of proletarian internationalism. 

The solidarity of all the social movements and forces 
fighting for democracy, peace and progress, for deep-going 
social changes, said Panzaru, depends increasingly on how 
the interrelationship between the national and the interno- 
tional is realised in practice. In their efforts to stop the 
revolutionary process in which the social, the class struggle 
interlocks with the national struggle, the monopolist circles 
have produced the thesis that the nation and national 
independence are obsolete social categories and try to 
persuade the peoples to abandon their sovereignty or at 
least to concede a considerable part of it, to place their 
fate and future in the hands of supranational organisations. 
which are nothing but a new form of the policy of domino- 
tion and oppression. i 
i The steady progress in developing the new type of 
international relations differing radically from the relations 
that existed for a long time in societies based on exploita- 
tion is not a particular or passing desire of this or that state 
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but an imperative of today. The working class, having 
become the leading class of society, is duty bound to defend 
its country’s freedom and the people's independence and 
sovereignty. It must do everything for the progress and 
well-being of the nation and assure the establishment of 
a new social order according to the country’s histor'cal 
conditions and the people's will. All this is essential if the 
working class is to fully carry out its international tasks and 
duties. 

Proletarian internat‘onal’sm has never had anything in 
common with national nihilism or cosmopolitanism. On the 
contrary, it is firmly linked with patriotism, especially socialist 
patriotism. 

Socialist patriotism and internationalism, Matous said, 
are mutually conditioned. There can be no genuine 
patriotism without conscious internationalism. Proletarian, 
socialist internationalism is one of the bases of our state's 
foreign policy. It is the basis of socialist Czechoslovakia’s 
fraternal relations with the Soviet Union and other socialist 
countries. And it is the basis of the Czechoslovak people's 
class solidarity and close connection w'th the revolutionary 
forces of the whole world. 

Our epoch, said Zücker-Schilling, is characterised by a 
high degree of internationalisation of national sources of 
social conflict. As soon as working-class action becomes 
strong it is directly or indirectly threatened by imperialist 
interference. This threat can be averted only by the closest 
possible unity of the nation’s progressive forces and 
organised international cooperation of the anti-imperialist 
forces. 

This internationalism is more than a safeguard against 
interference in the domestic affairs of a nation. It 
guarantees the autonomy of a progressive national move- 
ment and its achievement of national interests and goals. 
Every departure from proletarian internationalism weakens 
the national movement. 

Our Party, said Pretel, stands for consistent application 
of the principles of peaceful coexistence which Lenin worked 
out in carrying forward the theory of the possibility of the 
revolution winning in one country. Favourable changes have 
helped to create a new situation showing a marked leftward 
trend, and we cannot speak of them without stressing the 
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role of socialism and the Soviet Union. This makes for new 
gains in the revolutionary struggle for freedom and growing 
democracy in Spain and other West European countries. 

National problems have assumed new dimensions. Åt- 
tempts to solve the totality of a country’s problems do not 
necessarily mean adopting a “nationalist position”. Indeed, 
they imply that the Communist party can face the people as 
a genuinely national force equal to reacting to every social 
problem and advancing constructive and specific pro- 
grammes and alternatives. The Communist Party of Spain 
has maintained that if it confined itself merely to defending 
the foreign policy of the socialist countries and the Soviet 
Union, regarding this as its fundamental task, it would now 
be no more than a small group of propagandists capable 
only of making high-sounding statements and manifestos 
but with no real strength. It would have been unable to 
promote a broad mass movement of the most diverse forces 
ranging from Communists to Christian Democrats. 

The CPS has always thought highly of the outstanding 
achievements of socialism since the Great October Revo- 
lution of 1917. 

If the three revolutionary streams are to interact more 
effectively, it is of fundamental importance for them to give 
up the old content of proletarian internationalism, defined 
when there was only one socialist country in the world. Now 
as never before, the content of proletarian internationalism 
consists in accomplishing the revolution in every country. 

In Spanish conditions, a new, socialist regime will not be 
merely a regime of the traditional working class. It may be 
something broader and richer, and that will not distort its 
socialist essence. In fact, it will find more precise expression 
and will be even stronger. We must not use old yardsticks 
and must adapt our thinking to present and future require- 
ments. We should, for example, take account of the negat ve 
implications of the term “dictatorship” in a country ruled 
for 40 years by a fascist dictatorship. We agree with San- 
tiago Carrillo, who said “No dictatorship”, not even the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. The CPS follows the 
dialectical materialist axiom that practice is always much 
richer than any theory. Every theoretical discussion isolated 
from practice leads directly to scholasticism, which, like 
revisionism and reformism, is an evil not to be ignored. 
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Pretel’s statements gave rise to a number of remarks and 
questions. First of all, participants called attention to his 
words about the tasks of the party and the foreign policy 
of socialist countries. 

Ashhab asked whether there really exists a contradiction 
between the development of the class struggle in a country 
and solidarity with the foreign policy of socialist countries, 
whether a party can do one thing w'thout simultaneously 
dong the other. From what the speaker said, limiting a 
party’s task to defence of the foreign policy of the socialist 
countries and the Soviet Union could reduce it to a small 
isolated group. That is what prompted my question. 

Must a party really criticise the fore’gn policy of socialism 
to become a mass party? asked Garro. Many Communist 
parties wield considerable influence in their countries while 
consistently supporting Soviet foreign policy and the Peace 
Programme, 

Another group of questions bore on the theoretical con- 
ception of the essence of the state. 

Rudolf Wettengel, Editorial Board member representing 
the SUPG, asked the speaker to spec’fy, in connection with 
the issue of the dictatorship of the proletariat, whether the 
working class and its allies would have to resort to revo- 
lutionary violence in order to deal with the reactionary and 
still fascist state apparatus of Spain. 

Sierra said he would not like to interfere with the search 
for new forms and names that the leading role and the 
power of the working class could assume depending on 
circumstances. He asked how denying all dictatorship, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat included, could be reconciled 
with the fact that every state composed of antagonistic 
classes is, in effect, the dictatorship of a definite class. 

As for the alleged contradiction between Soviet foreign 
policy and the class struggle in the internat‘onal arena and 
in each country, Prete! replied, | sa'd nothing about that, 
either. 

Of course, Ashhab said in that connection, our Spanish 
comrade has a right not to answer the question. 

I would like to clarify that passage in my contribution con- 
cerning proletarian internationalism, Prete! continued. To 

in with, eliminating fascism in Spain, which poses a 
threat to European security and-let me stress it-to security 
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elsewhere, would be an internationalist contribution to de- 
tente, an act of solidarity. To unfold this struggle, the CPS 
calls for the unity of all forces. Secondly, to promote the revo- 
lution in other countries, we must use today’s new op- 
portunities to ensure, first of all, that the revolutionary 
struggle advances along with the masses. We do not 
regard the democratic revolutionary struggle for social 
progress in our country as something unrelated to the need 
to strengthen socialism, one of the fundamental, decisive 
revolutionary forces of today. The objective criterion, which 
is very important in estimating the activity of a party, is 
suggested by the actual progress of the revolutionary 
struggle for democracy and socialism. 

It goes without saying, the speaker said answering the 
second group of questions, that the state apparatus must 
be transformed. This is elementary to every Communist. 

As for the more or less forcible forms to be used, a 
political revolution is a forcible revolution and abolishing 
a regime even by democratic means implies the use of force. 
What the results will be-whether or not they will be so- 
cialist~does not depend on how much violence is used. The 
Spanish people were the first to take up arms against 
fascism, nor have they in any way given up the finest tradi- 
tions of their revolutionary struggle. 

Do we depart from the Marxist-Leninist view that in an 
antagonistic society every state is a class dictatorship? No, 
and our documents show that we don’t. On the basis of 
class analysis, we point to the distinctive features of the 
State under the Spanish fascist regime today and frame our 
policy accordingly. 

Proletarian internationalism, Siqueira said, remains the 
foundation of the Communist movement. It is in line with 
our class, scientific criteria, which cannot change on 
crossing into this or that country. As we know, petty- 
bourgeois internationalism implies a purely formal national 
equality, whereas proletarian internationalism combines the 
interests of each revolutionary contingent with those of the 
entire movement. This combination, or when necessary, this 
subordination of the particular to the general, creates 
complicated and delicate problems of political relations. 
But they cannot be avoided, because it is proletarion 
internationalism that constitutes the primary distinction 
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between the Communist movement and other revolutionary, 
national-liberation and social movements. 

The Portuguese Communist Party has always adhered to 
proletarian internationalism. This also applies to our 
attitude towards the socialist countries, towards the Soviet 
Union, which has been making tremendous contributions 
to our common cause throughout the history of the working- 
class movement. It may well be that our internationalist 
position will cost us some votes, but we distinguish between 
political strength and “electoral” strength, which is gauged 
by the number of votes cast. Loyalty to proletarian 
internationalism is a source of our Party's political strength. 
Our principled stand enables us to carry on agitation 
among the masses all the more fruitfully and to bring them 
into the fight for democratic change paving the way for 
socialism. 

Sometimes, said Mosquera, the internationalism pro- 
claimed by Marx, Engels and Lenin is declared obsolete on 
the grounds that historical conditions have changed. 
Actually, however, these changed historical conditions 
demand not the renunciation but the strengthening of 
internationalism. To renounce it on any pretext would mean 
depriving the Communist parties and the working-class 
movement of a powerful and well-tried weapon. 

International reaction, said Matous, tries to smuggle 
national particularism into the Communist movement and 
to weaken proletarian internationalism. There is nothing 
fundamentally new in that, for nationalism has always been 
the ideological weapon of the bourgeoisie, which uses it 
to mislead the working people and undermine the labour 
movement. With the rise of the socialist world system, the 
revisionists advanced the theory of "national communism”. 
In Czechoslovakia the rightists in the late sixties advocated 
nationalist conception of a specifically “Czechoslovak 
model” of socialism, which was essentially a programme for 
the restoration of economic, political and ideological ele- 
ments of capitalism. 

The ideological unity of the Communist parties multiplies 
many a time the effectiveness and the power of attraction 
of socialist ideas, of Marxism-Leninism, and adds to the 
political influence of the world Communist and working- 
class movement. 
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After the October Revolution of 1917, said Kohen, the 
revolutionary and national-liberation movement can develop 
irreversibly only if it links its actions and perspectives with 
existing socialism. By the same token, minimising the 
importance of existing socialism in any way is detrimental 
to the revolutionary process. The most significant contribu- 
tion of existing socialism to our struggle for social and 
national emancipation is its growing strength, economic, 
social and cultura! progress, the steady improvement of the 
people's living and cultural standards, the consolidation of 
socialist democracy. The force of example increasingly at- 
tracts the masses. Peaceful forms of the historic confronto- 
tion are being established on a world scale. 

The Soviet Union and the socialist system are o 
dependable basis for the mutual solidarity of revolutionary 
forces. This is why the Communists of Argentina consider 
that the attitude to the Soviet Union remains the touchstone 
of proletarian internationalism and a criterion of consistent 
anti-imperialist democracy. 

Of course, the principles of proletarian internationalism 
have a deeper and more definite class content than 
international democratic solidarity, and putting them 
into practice strengthens democratic, patriotic and 
anti-imperialist positions. The Conference of Communist 
Parties of Latin America and the Caribbean stressed that 
the might of the Soviet Union ond other socialist countries 
represents a firm guarantee for the Latin American peo 
ples in their difficult and unequal struggle for complete 
liberation. 

Proletarian internationalism, harmoniously blended with 
Sincere patriotism, provides the greatest opportunities for 
Success in revolutionary struggle. The democratic and onti- 
imperialist tasks in Latin America are inseparable from 
defence of the first socialist country in the Western Hemi- 
sphere, from extending the solidarity we show Cuba to the 
socialist community as a whole. 

The general laws of the socialist revolution, Berecz soid, 
now find more varied national manifestions. This 
however, does not nullify the general laws: socialist revolv 
tion can win given leadership by a Marxist-Leninist party. 
working-class led alliance with other working people, and 
working people’s rule which hitherto has discharged the 
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functions of the dictatorship of the proletariat, in one form 
or another, extending democracy to the whole people. 

For the HSWP the independence of the parties and the 
principle of proletarian internationalism comprise a 
dialectical unity. The decades of struggle have tempered 
the international Communist movement, making it a force 
of world dimension and influence; the Communist parties 
have gained strength and independently work out and 
implement their policy. The socialist world system emerged 
more than two decades ago. The three main revolutionary 
forces are now at the centre of historical development, and 
the significance of their unity has increased. Thus, the con- 
tent of proletarian internationalism has been enriched and 
its influence, expanded. The characteristics of interna- 
tionalists’ behaviour have multiplied. And yet, in our Party's 
opinion, in our time there can be no anti-Soviet com- 
munism, nor can anti-Soviet attitude be a socialist attitude. 
We are convinced that mutual respect, the sense of 
responsibility to each other, mutual aid and support are 
inalienable features of Communist solidarity. 

A basic law of transition to and building socialism, 
Groen said, is the unity of the struggle of the working class 
in its own country and existing socialism. Isolation of a 
working class fighting for power from the international 
working class and the socialist countries opens the way for 
imperialist subversion and sabotage. 

The fight against monopoly capitalism, imperialist aggres- 
sion and domination, Poll said, cannot be consummated in 
any part of the world without the closest cooperation with 
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries. African 
countries have in the socialist world a reliable friend and 
a new source of credits, loans, machinery, manufactured 
goods and technical aid. This is most evident with regard to 
the socialist-oriented countries of Africa which are 
grappling with the most difficult and complex problems 
arising from the struggle for economic independence. 
Close links with socialist countries enable the revolutionary 
democratic states in Africa to abolish the unequal 
political and economic relations and give a tremendous 
boost to the struggle against imperialism, capitalism and 
neocolonialism. 

The accumulated experience and knowledge of the 
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countries that have already built socialist society js 
indispensable for Communists fighting for the socialist 
transformation of their countries. To be sure, the forms of 
socialism are bound to vary from country to country. But no 
party or country can ignore the tried and tested general 
laws of history. There can be no such thing as a socialist 
society based on anti-Sovietism, whether open or veiled. 

Success in struggle, Sudiman said, depends largely on 
how the internal factor links up with international solidarity. 
Detente makes for broader and more effective interaction of 
these factors in the interest of victory. The experience of 
Indochina and Angola shows that the chances of victor 
are multiplied when the national struggle is complemented 
by support from the socialist system, national-liberation 
movements and the international Communist and working- 
class movement. Conversely, reaction can gain the upper 
hand, as we know from the bitter experience of Indonesia 
in 1965, if the revolutionary forces due to the attitude of 
their leadership are isolated from the three revolutionony 
streams. : 

No country, Padilla said, is exempt from the dialectic of 
the contemporary revolutionary process. It is unthinkable. 
that new socialist countries could emerge and develop 
without support from existing socialism. In this respect 
Cuba is a national expression of world socialism on 
American soil. 

World socialism and the international Communist and 
working-class movement stand out as the only exponents œ 
proletarian internationalism today. Our closer links with 
other democratic and anti-imperialist forces, such as the 
middle strata of town and country, the armed forces and 
the Catholic Church, do not imply that proletarion 
internationalism is replaced by something else. Its natut 
has not changed. Now as before, it is the fundamentd 
principle of the ideological, moral and political unity of the 
international Communist and working-class movement. 

The concept of proletarian internationalism has become! 
wider and more varied. Lenin emphasised this when th 
Comintern expanded the Communist Manifesto slogot 

Workers of all countries, unite!” proclaimed by Mar and 
Engels to “Workers of all countries and all oppresse 
Peoples, unite!" (Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p. 453). 
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The unquestionable fact of the extension and diversifica- 
tion of the world revolutionary movement does not mean 
that proletarian internationalism has become a narrower 
and, indeed, inadequate concept. Proletarian interna- 
tionalism cannot be dissolved in an amorphous idea lacking 
an explicit class, revolutionary content. The international 
working class and its political vanguard, the international 
Communist movement, has not dissolved, will never dissolve, 
in a social democratic type movement lacking revolutionary 
energy and conviction. 

Tadeusz Wrebiak, the PUWP member of the WMR 
Editorial Board asked whether the proletarian inter- 
nationalism of today carries forward the proletarian inter- 
nationalism of the past or has a different content running 
counter to its earlier content. 

Proletarian internationalism today, Padilla replied, is a 
principle uniting both the working class of the capitalist 
countries, as in the past, and the working class in power in 
socialist countries. Thus there is the same continuity between 
the proletarian internationalism of the past and the present 
os between the working class which had no power and the 
working class in power in one part of the world, and 
fighting for power in the other. 

The fact that non-proletarian strata have drawn nearer 
the working class and incline towards socialism has not 
deprived internationalism of its proletarian character, of 
its proletarian class political and ideological content. 

The alliance between the working class and democratic 
progressive strata at international and national level is 
based on broader principles. But it is not this that 
constitutes the basis of the ideological, political and moral 
unity of the international Communist movement. Proletarian 
internationalism is no obstacle to the policy of alliances. 
Indeed, it is the vital core of this policy, as present-day 
revolutionary processes show. 

It is only natural, Nagy said, that as the world 
revolutionary movement develops, proletarian internation- 
dlism gains, and not loses, in content. However, it would 
be wrong to counterpose its present content to that it had 
we the past. Undoubtedly, proletarian internationalism 
orients the movement towards accomplishing the revolution 
in the given country. But along with this, it orientates the 
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movement towards doing everything for the victory of the 
revolution in other countries as well~of o revolution of the 
same kind as we are fighting for in our own country—and 
doing nothing that could prevent victory. Hence the Com- 
munists’ twofold responsib'lity to their own working class 
and people, on the one hand, and to the internationo 
Communist ond working-class movement, on the other 
These two aspects should not be treated as opposites. 

it would be correct to say that proletarian internationalism 
today means mutual aid, solidarity, cooperation and co 
ordinated action of the revolutionary forces against the 
common enemy, imperialism, ond unites the three tributaries 
of the world revolutionary stream. However, one cannot 
today understand the essence of proletarian inter- 
nationalism without defining one’s attitude towards the 
Soviet Union. We are certain there is no such thing as ant- 
Soviet internationalism, nor can there be. Proletarian inter- 
nationalism is impossible without unity with the Sovet 
Union, without cooperation and solidarity with it. 

Many participants pointed out that continued research 
into the place ond role of proletarian internationalism in 
the contemporary world revolutionary process is an 
important task of Marxists-Leninists of oli countries. 

K. I. Zarodov, Editor-in-Chief of WMR, spoke at the clos 
of the discussion. i 


An Imperative of Our Time 


This conference, Zarodov said, has brought together Com- 
munists, Marxist scholars, full-fledged and active representa- 
tives of all three streams of the world revolutionary process. 
They contributed to the exchange of views their political 
experience and their intimate knowledge of the realities of 
our common struggle under different social systems and in 
different national situations. 

The views stated here did not all coincide, in some cases 
the divergencies were considerable. But | would say there 
was unanimity on the main point. Detente is a reality 
having deep roots, and furthering it is a most important 
task of the revolutionary forces. It can be fulfilled only if 
the role and unity of all parts of the world revolutionary 
movement are increased. 

It is not customary to sum up results at conferences of 
this nature. Besides, that would hardly be possible in view 
of the vastness of the subject. And then, many comrades 
raised questions going far beyond the problems suggested 
for discussion. Allow me, therefore, to make a few remarks 
suggested by our three days’ work and bearing directly 
on the conference theme. 

| realise beforehand that some comrades may disagree 
with me on one point or another, just as | could not ac- 
cept some of the judgments and conclusions of other 
comrades. | ask you, therefore, to bear in mind thot I lay 
no claim to evaluating either individual contributions or the 
discussion as a whole. 

First of all, allow me to draw your attention to a group 
of problems concerning the interconnection of detente and 
fevolutionary change. 

Our ideological opponents try time and again to 
represent detente and actions aimed at the revolutionary 
transformation of the world as two different and, moreover, 
opposed and hence incompatible policies. Nor is that a 
Mere ideological exercise on the part of bourgeois 
propagandists, as participants in the discussion pointed 
out. It is a formula which imperialism follows in its political 
Practice. 

In fact, didn’t imperialist propaganda serve an ultimatum 
on the socialist countries after Helsinki? Didn't it urge them 
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either to abandon their revolutionary gains and positions, 
or to stop hoping for progress in detente? And didn’t it 
make the maintenance of detente conditional on abandon- 
ing the liberation fight of Angola's patriots and on the 
socialist countries discontinuing their internationalist sup- 
port for it? 

We know how socialism replied: no departure from 
fundamental ideological positions, no retreat from positions 
won through social and national progress, and further 
vigorous efforts to consolidate and extend detente. That is 
what happened in practice. As for the theoretical aspect 
of the matter, we must say that that is the most correct and 
effective solution, for the connection between the trend 
towards peace and the gains of the revolutionary movement 
is inherent and indissoluble. 

We are all agreed that detente is a fruit of intense 
struggle by all forces of the world revolutionary process, a 
fruit of years of hard work by the socialist countries, first 
of all the Soviet Union, by the international working class 
and the peoples of the world. That is beyond question. But 
perhaps we should emphasise that the present turn in world 
politics is a most important advance towards the revolu- 
tionary transformation of the global system of international 
relations. It is a development that is central and not 
incidental to the world revolutionary process. And while it 
_ is right to say that detente was made possible by the al- 
liance and interaction of the three revolutionary forces, it is 
equally true that detente makes possible further common 
gains for these forces, as well as new victories for each of 
them. 

Bourgeois ideologists have tately been saying that there 
are signs of a certain “coordinated division of labour” in 
the world revolutionary process. They allege that while the 
Socialist countries follow detente, the working class of 
capitalist countries and the national-liberation movement 
are free to pursue their goals in disregard of the interna- 
tional situation. | need hardly say that this is a gross 
distortion of reality, There has never been such a “distribu- 
tion of duties” between revolutionary forces, nor can there 
ever be. The Communist parties of capitalist countries and 
the national-liberation zone constantly point out that 
detente is part and parcel of their revolutionary effort. In 
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turn, the frateral parties of socialist countries strictly adhere 
to class principles in their foreign policy, which means that 
they fight for peace not from positions of pacifism or 
conciliation, but with due regard to the inevitability of 
revolutionary changes in the world, being always prepared 
to help in practice those who are fighting for these 
changes. 

Many comrades demonstrated in the course of the discus- 
sion that detente does not alter the fundamental contradic- 
tions of our time. 

What, then, are the new elements that detente adds to 
the world-wide struggle? One, I believe, is the changing 
relationship between the forms of struggle. It may be argued 
that form is secondary and content is primary. That is often 
so. But let us examine this particular case. 

The turn in international relations provides conditions 
preventing the fundamental contradiction of our time from 
taking the form of an explosive military and political con- 
frontation. This is an immense gain for which great credit 
is due to the revolutionary forces, for the problem of war 
and peace is not merely one of choosing forms of struggle. 
Today it is g problem of the very existence of mankind. To 
approach the issue in any other way by searching for 
“alternatives” to detente (as its opponents do in the United 
States, West Germany and other imperialist countries) 
means lying to the peoples and spreading illusions, which 
is unpardonable in view of the present level of military 
technology. 

It follows that in this case, the very change of form of 
the world-wide class contest has far-reaching implications, 

Furthermore, since the fundamental contradictions 
persist, they must find an outlet. And they do find it in 
political, economic and ideological struggles. 

Take, for example, the economic sphere. | would repeat 
what I said on another occasion: elements of cooperation 
between countries with different social systems are 
developing. But it is cooperation btween countries, between 
states, not between socialism and capitalism os mutually 
opposed systems. 

To be sure, every state is bot 
embodiment of a definite sociol 
practice relations between the two sys 


h a representative and 
system. In international 
tems manifest 
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themselves primarily as relations between states. But it often 
happens that what is inseparable in reality must be ex- 
plicitly set apart in theory. In this instance, it is particularly 
important to realise that no agreements between states can 
either remove or change the nature of the fundamental 
class antagonism dividing socialism and capitalism. But the 
policy of states has an important bearing on the develop- 
ment trend of this fundamental contradiction of our time. 
To confuse concepts and argue that “cooperation between 
the systems” is possible since states representing them are 
cooperating, would lead us away from fully grasping the 
revolutionary dialectic of Lenin’s conception of peaceful 
coexistence. For Lenin saw peaceful coexistence of socialism 
and capitalism as but a form of class struggle between 
them. 

Or take politics. The fact that a constructive dialogue is 
under way between countries with different social systems 
is a big and important advance. But mutually acceptable 
solutions are very hard to arrive at, as we all know. Nor 
could it be otherwise, for the struggle between socialism 
and capitalism is bound to extend to the conference table 
as well. Incidentally, many bourgeois politicians and 
ideologists realise that in spite of detente the political and 
ideological conflict between the two systems persists, and 
entertain no illusions on that score. 

l think it is fair to say that the very policy of detente does 
not exist as something universal, something common to 
countries with different social systems. There are two 
policies based on detente—socialist and bourgeois—and 
both have their class aims. The Soviet Union and other 
members of the socialist community, striving to promote 
detente, emphasise the need to achieve progress towards 
disarmament, towards reducing the armed forces confront- 
ing each other, that is, to complement political with military 
detente. The imperialist countries, however, insist that the 
destiny of political detente hinges on whether or not it will 
be complemented by ideological detente. 

The class roots of these differences are evident. On the 
one hand, they lie in the intrinsic strength of the rising 
social system, socialism, in its thoroughly humanist nature. 
It is a system which does not need war to win the historical 
contest with capitalism. By contrast, the rulers of the 
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doomed bourgeois society dread a world without arms, the 
prospect of being left without armed forces, which 
imperialist strategists still count on as a means of saving 
capitalism. 

On the other hand, the bourgeoisie’s demand for 
“ideological detente” is both absurd and perfidious. It is 
absurd because no international agreement can end the 
ideological struggle, any more than it can remove class 
antagonisms. And it is perfidious because, by calling for 
“ideological detente”, the bourgeoisie wants a free hand 
in socialist countries, the “right” to carry out unhampered 
its long-standing plans of “softening” socialism and disarm- 
ing it ideologically and politically. With our class enemies, 
“ideological detente” implies division of the international 
Communist and working-class movement, of the alliance 
between socialism and the national-liberation forces. 

Speakers here stressed the importance of the ideological 
struggle in the setting of detente. Allow me to add a few 
remarks about whether or not this struggle is intensifying 
now that the cold war is a thing of the past. | think that 
with military tensions lessening, every peaceful form of the 
world-wide class contest, political, economic and ideologi- 
cal, is gaining objectively in importance. Secondly, the con- 
flict of ideas now goes much deeper. Simplistic formulos 
and arguments appealing to people's emotions rather than 
to their thinking are suitable in a “psychological war”. But 
a more peaceful international atmosphere naturally neces- 
sitates a much larger ideological arsenal. 

You will probably agree that we have all borne this in 
mind throughout the three days of our discussions. ! feel 
confident that these discussions will help to sharpen our 
ideological weapon and will contribute to the common 
cause of the world-wide ideological offensive of socialism, 
of the Communists. 

Another group of problems I would like to touch on 
relates to the objective and subjective factors making for 
the unity of the three revolutionary streams. 

Underlying this unity is the inherent community of 
interests of world socialism, the fighting working class and 
the national-liberation movement. This makes unity 
objectively necessary. But every social necessity manifests 
itself all the more effectively, the more deeply it is realised 
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and the more fully it is reflected in political practice. This 
is why theoretical work by Marxists-Leninists in this field is 
so important. It explains why international, froternal co- 
operation between the Communist parties operating within 
all three revolutionary streams is so indispensable. 

Having assumed global dimensions, the revolutionary 
process must, of course, reflect the immense diversity of 
conditions and forms of struggle that develop in various 
countries and regions of the world. Hence the variety of 
aspects that make it necessary to see both the dissimilarity 
of the tasks of each of the three streams and differences 
within them. Thus, while the socialist countries show a com- 
mon trend towards drawing closer together, they cannot be 
said to have attained the same development level. Some of 
their ruling parties at times take divergent stands on certain 
issues. Nor is the working class of the capitalist countries 
homogeneous. Its national contingents are at different 
levels of class consciousness, political maturity and 
organisation. As the social content of national-liberation 
revolutions in the Third World deepens, we witness 
significant social and political differentiations, as was 
rightly pointed out here. 

Undoubtedly, these are all objective realities to which we 
cannot shut our eyes. But does it follow that powerful 
revolutionary streams are about to overflow the banks and 
break up into shallow rivulets? It would be a sory 
theoretician who drew such a conclusion, for he would be 
overlooking another, more important aspect of contemporary 
reality. For the main thing in the socialist world is the 
prevalent public form of ownership determining its unity. the 
cohesion of the fraternal parties on the ideological and 
political principles of Marxism-Leninism. In the position of 
the working class of bourgeois countries the main thing 
is its common desire to end capitalist exploitation. For the 
countries and peoples of the national-liberation zone, the 
main thing today is their resolve to consolidate their 
sovereignty and achieve economic independence. 

To see these fundamental principles of unity and translate 
them into slogans and political activity odding to the 
strength of each revolutionary stream is what Communists. 
Morxists-Leninists, consider to be their task, and | believe 
this conference has said as much. 
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At this point, | must stress the importance of combating 
imperialist policy and propaganda designed to undermine 
the unity and cooperation of the revolutionary forces, first 
of all the importance of combating anti-Sovietism. 

Bourgeois ideologists are at pains to instil the false idea 
that the working class, on winning power, abandons its 
class interests in favour of state, “great power” interests, 
and that, consequently, the basis for its fraternal unity with 
the working people of capitalist countries is eroded. This 
concept invites a variety of logical inferences. One of them 
is that the revolutionary movement in the capitalist world 
can be made more “effective” by “moving it away”, “dis- 
sociating” it, from existing socialism. Hence the appeal to 
criticise countries of the socialist community and join in 
ideological attacks on the Soviet Union. To those who rightly 
regard this kind of recipe as a gross violation of the 
standards of proletarian internationalism, the bourgeoisie 
offers the reassuring argument that they have no reason to 
worry about the Soviet Union because it is no longer alone 
as in bygone days, that it is unafraid of criticism, thot 
criticism can do it no harm. 

Certainty, comrades, neither the Soviet Union nor other 
countries of the socialist community are afraid of criticism. 
But really, that is not what bourgeois politicians and 
ideologists are concerned with. After all, they know full well 
that the revolutionary gains of the peoples of socialist 
countries are irreversible. They also admit that socialism 
cannot be crushed from without, by force of arms. And this 
explains a significant new ploy in anti-Sovietism. The main 
purpose of anti-Sovietism is to cause damage to the 
revolutionary working class, the general democratic move- 
ment in capitalist countries and the national-liberation 
forces. Its primary aim is to weaken the Communist parties, 
whose influence in capitalist countries has grown consi- 
derably. Indeed, the number of Communists in the non- 
socialist part of the world has increased by almost one mil- 
lion in the past five years, 40 million people vote Com- 
munist, ond Communists are in the forefront of all class 
struggles. This is why international class solidarity of the 
working class and its vanguard with the Soviet Union and 
the community of socialist countries is a requisite of further 
advances of the revolutionary forces, first of all in the non- 
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socialist part of the globe. Of course, the socialist com- 
munity, too, is interested in the strength of this international 
solidarity, for unity and cooperation with all left-wing, demo- 
cratic, progressive forces naturally reinforce its international 
standing and make its foreign policy more effective. 

Another point worth making is that our movement has 
never regarded political or class alliances as an end in 
itself. To the Communists, common platforms and united 
action are a means of accomplishing definite revolutionary 
tasks. This is also true in the present case. The brother 
parties see to it that our common interest in expanding and 
strengthening the world front of anti-imperialist forces should 
never degenerate into ideological or political flabbiness. 

A third problem I wish to comment on concerns the nature 
and content of proletarian internationalism. 

We all know that the unity of revolutionary forces has 
been building up over a century and a half. It was initiated 
by the proletarian movement, by the working class respond- 
ing to the call of Marx and Engels for international unity. 

The composition of the world revolutionary movement has 
expanded to an unprecedented degree and undergone 
profound qualitative changes. First among them is the rise 
of the socialist world system, a solid community of con- 
tingents of the working class in power. The working class 
of capitalist countries and the national-liberation movement 
make common cause with the socialist countries. New po- 
litical currents are joining the mainstream of world progress. 
In the fact that increasingly broad strata of world society 
are joining the revolutionary forces we Communists see con- 
firmation of the correctness of our internationalist policy 
and a portent of further gains in the struggle for peace, 
democracy, national freedom and socialism. 

However, it would be very wrong to conclude that the 
class lines in the world revolutionary process are being 
blurred by its unprecedented growth. Is it not true that this 
world-wide unification of advanced social forces is taking 
place around a definite guiding force? Is it not true that this 
immense anti-imperialist front includes a social and political 
force that is gaining a leading role because of the objective 
conditions of the epoch? Colossal material resources are 
involved in the struggle. Imperialism has at its command 
enormous means provided by its highly developed economy 
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and technology, including military technology. As we all 
know, the real counterweight to the power of imperialism is 
provided primarily by the combined might of the socialist 
community, that creation of the working class. 

This indisputable fact alone is a forceful answer to the 
questions put earlier. 

What are the conclusions? One is that, as the area of 
the world revolutionary process expands, the leading role 
of its contemporary class core, the working class if power, 
is becoming more and more evident. It is no accident that, 
noting the growing strength of the alliance of the three 
revolutionary streams, speakers at this conference stressed 
that our Communist slogan of unity of the forces for peace, 
social progress and national liberation will be all the more 
effective, the deeper the interest of all members of this 
world-wide alliance in close cooperation with existing so- 
cialism, that great bulwark of the international working class. 

Another conclusion concerns the relationship between 
the international solidarity of anti-imperialist forces and 
proletarian internationalism. A passer-by who sees a fruit- 
tree in bloom is likely merely to admire the beauty of its 
crown, whereas the gardener sees to it that the roots and 
trunk are healthy and strong. With regard to uniting all 
participants in the world revolutionary process, we Com- 
munists are not passers-by but hard-working gardeners. In 
this case, that means being well aware that proletarian 
internationalism remains a source feeding the roots of the 
tree as well as its trunk, or the mainstay of what is now a 
widely ramified anti-imperialist world movement. 

Proletarian internationalism is expressive of the 
fundamental, lasting interests of the working class of all 
countries. If wé were to renounce this class position or 
dilute it by forming links of an inter-class, general demo- 
cratic nature, we would inevitably rob the international anti- 
imperialist struggle of clearcut revolutionary guidelines. We 
would have to draw the conclusion that international 
solidarity has its limits and that it was no use trying to 
organise widespread international support for revolu- 
tionaries who proceed from general democratic tasks to 
sociolist change. 

With such an approach to internationalism, we would 
have to be content with sporadic solidarity. We might arrive 
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at the absurd formula, unacceptable to Communists, “The 
worse, the better.” For we all know that many of the 
present and potential participants in the united onti- 
imperialist front are roused to action only by the more 
flagrant crimes of imperialism. Does this imply, comrades, 
that we should behave as internationalists only in response 
to a fascist putsch or some act of imperialist aggression? | 
think this approach is entirely alien to our movement. The 
principle of our movement is different. It consists in uphold- 
ing and fostering proletarian internationalism as a constant 
factor and the decisive force of world anti-imperialist unity 
in struggle against international capital, as a means of 
uniting the working-class movement and its vanguard, the 
Marxist-Leninist parties. 

The third and last conclusion concerns the relationship 
between the internal and international factors in the revolu- 
tionary process. We all know of the importance of 
revolutionary actions within national boundaries. We also 
know that the independence, sovereignty and equality of 
nations and Communist parties alike and non-interference 
in their internal affairs are a law for Marxists-Leninists in 
their struggle for common goals. However, the revolutionary 
possibilities of every people are inseparably bound up with 
international conditions. And from this point of view, 
proletarian internationalism remains a powerful and 
indispensable weapon of revolutionaries. In fact, no serious 
politician would try to solve national problems without first 
taking stock of the alignment of international forces. And 
if he is a revolutionary politician he will not let passing 
circumstances dim his view to the broader, long-term 
perspective and to events in other countries. 

To us, it is an axiom that every Communist party is ac- 
countable primarily to the working class and other working 
people of its own country. Such responsibility, far from 
running counter to internationalism, serves as a solid basis 
for its manifestation because the interests of the working 
people of various countries do not clash, they are 
harmoniously interlocked. 

It has been said here that gains made by revolutionaries 
in the sphere of national politics objectively raise the overall 
internationalist cause of revolutionary forces to a higher 
plane. Certainly. But there is another aspect to the matter. 
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Would these gains have been possible if the revolutionary 
forces had acted separately? Surely it is the growing 
superiority of the forces of the world revolutionary move- 
ment and the growing power of socialism that have made 
the security of the peoples and the national sovereignty of 
dozens of new states a tangible and firm reality. It has 
enabled countries that until recently were colonies or semi- 
colonies to defy imperialism and exercise their legitimate 
right to use their national wealth as they see fit. This is the 
reason why the possibilities of accomplishing a social 
revolution by peaceful means have grown immeasurably. 

One has only to ponder on these problems and others 
like them to come to the conclusion that the cohesion of 
the three streams of the world revolutionary process is an 
irreplaceable source of strength for every national con- 
tingent of revolutionaries and that proletarian inter- 
nationalism, which inherently combines national indepen- 
dence and initiative with solidarity and mutual assistance, is 
as valid as ever. 

In conclusion, K. I. Zarodov said: Time does not stand still. 
The world has made great headway in the past few years. 
“This is an epoch of radical social change,” said L. I. Brezh- 
nev, General Secretary of the CC CPSU, at the 25th Party 
Congress. “Socialism’s positions are expanding and grow- 
ing stronger. The victories of the national-liberation move- 
ment are opening up new horizons for countries that have 
won independence. The class struggle of the working people 
against monopoly oppression, against the exploiting order, 
is gaining in intensity. The scale of the revolutionary demo- 
cratic, anti-imperialist movement is steadily growing. Taken 
as a whole, this signifies development of the world revolu- 
tionary process.” 

This, then, is the situation in which the unity of revolu- 
tionary forces is developing today. If we had to single out 
the imperative of our time, which decisively conditions the 
content of this unity, we could say with full justification that 
it is the practical world-wide transition from capitalism to 
socialism, the practical creation of a new world political, 
social and economic reality—one that cannot be brought 
about through inter-state agreements alone but is logically 
taking shape in both the international sphere and in 
national life as a result of the revolutionaries’ joint struggle. 
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